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ROYAL COMMISSION 


ON THE 


Pm Orh, LRA KE LC. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


ONTARIO. 


BROCKVILLE, October 2, 1893. 
The Royal Commission on the Liquor Trattic met here this day. 
Present : 
JupGE McDonatp. Mr. E.. F. CLarke. 
The commission having been read, 


JupGc—E McDONALD said: The Chairman of the Commission, Sir Joseph Hick- 
son, is not with us to-day, not yet having returned from Europe. The Rev. Dr. 
McLeod is expected to arrive in time for the afternoon sitting to-day, and Mr. Gigault 
is expected to attend later sittings of the Commission in this Province. The inquiry 1s 
now open. 


DAVID SPENCER BOOTH, of Brockville, Mayor, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


la. You are Mayor of the town of Brockville /—Yes. 

2a. How long have you resided in Brockville !—Close on forty years. 

3a. What is your business calling or occupation /—Contractor. 

4a, Have you as a contractor had much to do with the building of public works ?— 
Yes. 

5a. Have you ever had to do with public works in connection with which the law 
prohibited the sale of intoxicating liquors for a certain distance !—Yes, that was pro- 
vided in all the specifications —that no liquor shall be sold on the wor ks. 

6a. And within a certain distance?—I do not recollect as to the distance. It 
specifies as to the work while in progress. 

7a. Has your work been the construction of railways in new sections of the 
country /—Yes, and that is specified 1 in the same way. 

8a. Did you find any difficulty in enforcing that law ?—There has been more or less 
smuggled in, though it was of course to the advantage of the contractors to keep it out. 

ioe, What i is the population of Brockville at pr esent 1—A bout 8,500. 
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10a. It has a good many men employed in manufacturing industries /— Yes, a good 
many men employed in, manufacturing agricultural implements, in the James Smart 
Manufacturing Company, and in several other manufactories. 

lla. Is there considerable business done here in the transhipment of lumber and 
coal ?’—There is a good deal in coal, but not so much in lumber as there has been. The 
freight is now taken across the river in cars instead of being transhipped in boats as 
formerly. 

12a. Taking the different elements of population in the town, what is its character 
for sobriety ?—So far as I know, it stands as well as most towns in Canada. 

13a. A law-abiding population 1—Yes. 

14a. How strong is your police force /—Four policemen and a chief. 

15a. Is that found sufficient for the purposes of the town !/—Yes. 

16a. Do you remember when the Scott Act was in force here ?—I do. 

17a. Having been a resident here for forty years, you must have been a resident 
during the whole time it was in operation t— Yes. 

18a. Speaking as a citizen, how did you find its operation—was it successful /—I do 
not think so—not by any means from what I can hear. 

19a. The Act appears to have been carried in December, 1884, by a majority of 674 
and to have been repealed in May, 1889, by a majority of 1,278. Do you know whether 
there was a change in the vote, in the town of. Brockville, between the two votes ? 
—I do not think so. 

20a. Was there a majority in favour of the Act in Brockville when it was carried ? 
—Yes. 
21a. Was there a majority in its favour, or against it, when it was repealed !— 
That I could not say. 

22a. Taking the period when the Scott Act was in force and taking the time both 
before and after, including the present time, under the license act, have you noticed any 
considerable difference as to the sobriety of the community ’—I do not know that I can 
say from personal observation, but, from what I have learned, I think there is more 
sobriety now than there was during the Scott Act period. I think there was more 
drinking and drunkenness and a great deal more liquor sold to private families during 
the Scott Act period than there is now. It seems to me to be always like this—when 
parties know it is against the law to get liquor, they seem more anxious to get it. 

23a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law preventing the importation, 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes, would you deem it 
right that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered 
useless 1—I think I would, because there are precedents established for it all over the 
country. 

24a. From your experience of the working of such a prohibitory law as we have 
had, would you favour the passing of a prohibitory law for the whole country ?—I would. 

25a. Of what description /—A complete prohibitory law against the manufacture, 
importation and sale of liquors. 

26a. Do you think that such a law could be successfully enforced ’—I do not know 
as to that. 

27a. It is as a matter of principle you speak !— Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


28a. From the experience you have had of the non-enforcement of the Scott Act, 
do you think it would be possible to enforce a prohibitory law for the Dominion gener- 
ally /—I am not competent to give an opinion on that. 

29a. Would you favour such a law if it could be enforced only as well as the Scott 
Act 1—No, I would not. The enforcement of the Scott Act was a complete farce from 
beginning to end. 

30a. What were the difficulties in the way of the enforcement of the Scott Act ?— 
That I cannot tell. 

31a. Can you give the Commission any information as to the causes of the law not 
being enforced /—I cannot. 

Davin SPENCER Booru. 
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32a. You do not know anything that militated against its enforcement ?—I do not: 

33a. Did the officers do their duty /—There were a great many parties brought up. 
Matters were in such a state that it did not seem to me that it was possible to enforce 
the law without a great many more officers than were employed. 

34a. Is the license law pretty well observed ?—Oh, yes. 

35a, Any difficulty in securing compliance with its provisions?—No. I think it is 
very well carried out. 

36a. In the interest of temperance, as between the Scott Act and the present 
License Act, which would you prefer ?—I could not speak of the temperance people, but 
I think the majority would favour the License Act. 

37a. For what reason ’—For the reason that during the operation of the Scott Act 
there was more liquor sold to private families, and more drunken men around, than under 
the License Act. That is what I am credibly informed. 

38a. In the course of your business, have you been in other counties where the 


Scott Act was in force 1—I have, but not to make any personal observations. 


39a. From what you can learn and from what you know, the Act did not work 
well here !—No, it did not. 
40a. You would prefer a license system to the Scott Act ?—Yes. 


WILMOT H. COLE, of Brockville, County Registrar, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


41a. You are the Registrar of this county !— Yes. 

42a. And Chairman of the Board of License Commissioners /—I am. 

43a. For two districts !—No, for this district. They call it Brockville and Leeds. 

44a. It takes in the whole Electoral District of Brockville and part of Leeds !— 
Yes, except the townships of Kitley and Elmsley. 

45a. How long have you been Registrar +~—Since 1882. 

46a. And how long have you been Chairman of the Board of License Commission- 
ers ?—Since 1884, I think. 

47a. How long have you resided in Brockville /—Nearly sixty years. 

48a. You are a native of Brockville, I believe /—Yes. 

49a. You were Chairman of the Board of License Commissioners before the passing 
of the Scott Act, during the time it was in force, and since its repeal ?—Yes. ‘ 

50a. Was the machinery for the enforcement of the law the same during all that 
period—I mean in the way of the Board and the Inspector /—Yes ; there was no change. 

5la. That Board granted such licenses as were given under the Scott Act!—Yes, 
druggists’ licenses. 

52a. That Board of Commissioners consisus of how many !—Three. 

53a. Appointed by whom ?—The Ontario Government. 

54a. And how is the Inspector appointed !—By the Ontario Government. 

55a. And he is subject to the Board, I suppose, so far as the statutes permit ?—I 


think so. 


56a. Has the same gentleman been Inspector during the whole time of your holding 
office ?—_No. The late Mr. Field was Inspector the first two or three years, and on his 
death Mr. Phillips was appointed. 

57a. Mr. Phillips was Inspector during the Scott Act period !—Yes. 

58a. At what date of the year are licenses granted !—An application for a license 
must come in prior to the first of April. If it is for a new license, the law now is that 
it must be accompanied by a petition signed by a majority of the Legislative Assembly 
electors of the polling subdivision in which the proposed licensed house is situated. This 
comes before the Board at its meeting prior to the first of May, and if the application is 
Q1—1}*** 


4 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


in accordance with the law, and no objection is raised against the character of the man 
or the house, and the Inspector reports favourably to the application, it is granted. 

59a. What are the requirements of the law !—So many sleeping apartments, proper 
outbuildings, and so on. We had a rule in this riding for several years before it was 
put into the Act, that if a man was convicted three times during the year of violating 
the law he would not get his license the succeeding year ; and there have been several 
parties cut off on that ground. We have considered that the law was reasonably easy 
to be kept, and that they should keep it; that was principally with reference to selling 
on Saturday night and Sunday. 

60a. Have you received more applications than the law permitted for a particular 
section /—No, I do not think we had more applications than the municipal law would 
allow. The number is limited in Brockville, and in one or two other places. I do not 
think in one year there have been as many granted as there have been applications. At 
your request I got the Inspector to make out a list of the applications each year since 
the time of the Scott Act, with the amounts received in fines and fees, which I put in. 

61a. Does the Board have anything to do with seeing that the law is observed, 
with regard to people not selling without license. Or does the Inspector attend entirely 
to that ?—A good deal of it comes before me in this way. The Inspector does not live 
in Brockville, and a great many complaints have been made that the Inspector was not 
here to see that the Saturday night and Sunday law was enforced ; and as it is very 
hard for one man to cover a large territory, I have given the people to understand that 
if they wanted the law enforced in Brockville, all they had to do was to give me the 
information, and I would give the Inspector or the Chief of Police instructions, and the 
law would be enforced. That has been the practice for several years. 

62a. And from the information you have received, how has the law been observed ? 
—TI have received a number of complaints. I have received some complaints anony- 
mously, but to those I pay no attention, because I have no confidence in any one who 
sends a letter of that kind. But when I receive a complaint, and I know that it comes 
from a reputable source, I hand it over to the Chief of Police. 

63a. Judging from those complaints and the information you receive, have you 
reason. to believe that the law is fairly well observed ?—I have reason to believe it is 
well observed. 

64a. During the time the Scott Act was in force, what system was adopted in 
regard to the raising of money and the enforcement of the law ; you had the Inspector’s 
salary and other expenses to provide for ; how were they provided for ‘!—The Inspector 
was paid by the Ontario Government, the same as now, and a certain proportion of fines 
went to the Ontario Government. 

65a. We understand that under the Scott Act the Dominion Government provided 
that the fines should be paid to the County Treasurer, and in separated towns to the 
Treasurer of the town. Were those fines available to you?—Yes, the county paid a 
proportion of the expenses in the county, and in the town we arranged with the Town 
Council that any expenses certified to, as being correct by the Police Magistrate and 
myself, should be paid to the Town Treasurer without going before the Council. 

66a. Were the expenses in the county paid in the , same way ?—They were paid by 
the County Council. I do not remember the form. 

67a. Had youa requisition made for the purpose and furnished to the City Council ? 
—To the County Council, but in the town it was done more direct. 

68a. But you furnished to the County Council a requisition for the sums needed !— 
I do not remember. I think the accounts were sent in, and paid by them. The Inspector 
could answer that better. 

69a. In the town of Brockville, did the amount of money received by the town in 
fines exceed the sum you required hie town to pay in the way of these expenses ?—Oh, 
yes, by considerable. 

70a. Was it the same, so far as you know, in the county, that there was an excess 
of money received over what was needed to be expended for the purpose of the Act ?— 
It might have been a little, but not a great deal. Ido not think after they paid the 
expenses they had much left, because there w ere not many fines in the county. 
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71a. There was a Police Magistrate appointed for the county ?—Yes. 

72a. And the ordinary Police Magistrate attended to the town ?—Yes. 

73a. Did people send complaints to you at the time the Scott Act was in force ?— 
I think they all came to me, that is, during the last two years of the Scott Act. 

74a. In the same manner as you told us in regard to the license law 7—Yes. 

75a. Were there any anonymous ones ?—There were some in the first year, but 

I gave the people to understand that we would not pay any attention to anonymous 
letters, and they then fell off. During the last two years the information came pretty 
much from one person, We handed them to the Chief of Police, and he attended to 
them, and the fines were paid to the town. 

76a. From your observation, was the Scott Act well enforced in the town ?—I think 
it was as well enforced as the Scott Act could be enforced. The Scott Act was a pretty 
lame Act. 

77a. When the Scott Act was adopted, was there a majority in the town in its 
favour 1—Yes. 

78a. Was there when the Act was repealed !—I think there was a larger majority 
in favour of repeal than in favour of the Act when it was adopted. 

79a, Do you think there was as much drunkenness during the time of the Scott 

Act as before or since?—I do not think there was as much drunkenness or as many 

convictions. 

80a. Do you know whether there was any more liquor drunk?—I do not 
know as to that. I should not wonder, knowing from the records of the Police Court 
and the information that came to me, that there were violations of the law. 

8la. Were those violations of the law by different individuals ?—Yes. 

82a. Are there any amendments in the way of legislation, that you could suggest 
to this Commission ?—To the Scott Act? 

83a. Yes, or any other Act?—It always seemed to me that the Scott Act being a 
Dominion Act, the officers named in the Act should be especially charged to enforce it. 

I never understood whether the ofticers here were instructed to enforce it or not, and it 
was always difficult to find out whether the Dominion officials or the Ontario license 
officials should undertake the enforcement of the Scott Act. 

84a. Who did undertake to enforce it ?—The Inspector here tried to enforce it, but 
one man could not be all over the district at once; and I think the temperance people 
were to blame, because as soon as the Act was passed they seemed to think that all 
drinking should cease, and the Act be properly observed. That was not a reasonable 
expectation, and that I think accounts for the large vote to repeal it, because it did not 
accomplish what they desired it should, not what they had a right to expect it should. 

85a. Did you observe whether that Act was better observed when it first came 
into force than after a lapse of time ?—I do not know as it was. 

86a. Did you find more complaints come in during the later years than during the 
first few months ?—No, I do not think there was. I look on any measure of that kind 
as one that would have to be considered for a long time, as educating the people. If 
we had a law giving the privilege to a certain number of people to steal, and stealing 
were made respectable in that way, and we afterwards suddenly found that it was 
wrong, and enacted a law against stealing, you would find people steal still. 

_ 87a. Do you put stealing in the same category as drinking ?—I am speaking of 
that simply as an illustration of people’s feelings getting blunted. People have to be 
educated up to these matters. 

88a. Are you personally in favour of a prohibitory law !—I am. a 
89a. Preventing the manufacture, importation and sale throughout the Dominion ? 

—Yes. 

90a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour compensation to 
brewers and distillers for plant and machinery rendered useless 1—I do not know as I 
would. yaa : 
91a. You understand that under the statutes, brewers and distillers are required 
to have a certain plant, and to comply with certain regulations !—-Yes. : 
92a. Ani the enactment of the law prohibiting manufacture would virtually ren- 
der that plant useless ?—No doubt it would ; but a law might be enacted that would 
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change the operations of any business through the commercial necessities of that busi- 
ness, and I do not think the people of that business should say, ‘‘ You have changed 
the law and we are thrown out of some of our property, and you should remunerate us.” 
We do not know where such a thing would stop. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


93a. Do you take into consideration the character of the applicant, when a license 
is issued from year to year ?—We do. 

94a. Do you think it advisable to have good men in the trade !—We do. 

95a. To make it as respectable as possible, by having respectable men conducting 
it?—When we grant licenses, they are considered as granted for houses of entertain- 
ment, and I do not think a man of bad character would be a proper person to entertain 
the public. 

96a. You think it advisable, then, to have men of good character in the business. 
of selling liquor ’—I think so, for that reason. 

97a. The town and county authorities gave you reasonable assistance in enforcing 
the Scott Act, I understood you to say ?—Oh, yes. 

98a. Do you think the Act was fairly well enforced!—TI think it was as well enfor- 
ced as a weak act like that could be. 

99a. You say it was a lame Act. What was lame about it /—In a great measure 
it seemed to be everybody’s business to enforce it, and everybody seemed to shirk the 
responsibility of enforcing. 

100a. What amendments would you suggest to the Act to make it more entorce- 
able {—To have it properly enforced, I think would require a special army of officers for 
that purpose. 

10la. I understand that under the Order in Council the municipalities received the 
fines imposed for the infraction of the law, and they were expected to use those fines to 
defray the expense of enforcing it. Did anything stand in the way of the municipa- 
lities appointing a sufficient number of officers to enforce the law?—I do not know 
anything in the way. 

102a. Did the question of taxation or of increased expenditure in the municipalities 
come in ?—I do not remember its ever coming up in that way. 

103a. What obstacle was in the way of the appointment of officers /—There was 
this obstacle in the way of the local police—I am just speaking of my observation in 
Brockville ; if they went into a place to see if liquor were sold, the remark would be 
made, that they had been seen coming out of a hotel the worse of liquor. I have 
heard such remarks made when the officers might have gone in to see if liquor was 
sold. Whereas if you had men whose duty it was, and that alone, the same remarks 
might not be made about them. 

104a. Could you suggest any changes in the Act, to make it more efficient /—No 
more than to have special officers for its enforcement. 

105a. What authority do you think should appoint those officers 4 
that enacts the law, whether local or Dominion. 

106a. Or the municipalities {—If it is left to the municipalities, I think the Govern- 
ment that enacts the law should make it compulsory on the municipalities, and not 
leave it optional ; or the body that enacts the law should themselves appoint the offi- 
cers. 

107a, That is, the people themselves who vote the law into existence 1— Yes. 

108a. Since the Scott Act was repealed how have the convictions for drunkenness 
compared with the convictions during the Scott Act period ?—So far as Brockville is 
concerned, I think we have stood very much better since the Act was repealed than 
we did prior to the Act. I think that, during the years that we had the Scott Act, it 
was quite an educational force here. I know we have been able to reduce our licenses 
very much. We had twenty-two or twenty-four licensed places before the Scott Act, 
and we have now eleven hotels and shops. 

109a. Has the number been limited by the action of the Town Council /—Yes, by a 
by-law passed by the people. 

Witmor H. Cote. 


The authority 
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110a. Then you think the Scott Act was an educator for good !—Yes, I think it 
was. 

Illa. Notwithstanding the fact that it was imperfectly enforced?—Yes; and 
I think for the non-enforcement the temperance people were as much to blame as any- 
body else. 

112a. How is that !—They seemed to think that it was somebody else’s duty beside 
theirs to assist in enforcing the Act, and in that I did not agree with them. 

113a, Do you think it would be proper to deprive the people of the privilege they 
now enjoy, under the Scott Act, of bringing in liquor from outside for their own use ?—_ 
That I could not answer. 

114a. Do you look on the Scott Act as class legislation ?—That I suppose would be 
warped by a man’s views. 

115a, What is your opinion about it!—I do not think it is any more class legis- 
lation than any of the restrictive laws we have. 

116a. Would you favour the withdrawal of that privilege where the Act is in force, 
whereby people may bring in liquor and store it in their houses for their own private 
use !— Well, I am strongly in favour of a prohibitory law over the whole Dominion. 

117a. What do you mean by a prohibitory law !—Prohibiting the importation, 
manufacture and sale of liquor as a beverage. 

118a. Are you in favour of an Act that would not permit the importation by per- 
sons of any liquor for their own private use !—Yes, I would favour it. That sort of a 
law might be an inconvenience to the few, but I think that would be as nothing com- 
pared to the benefit of many. 

119a@, Do you know any country where such a law is in force ?—It is said to be in 
force in the State of Maine. 

120a. The State of Maine does not prohibit the importation of liquor by persons 
for their own use. Do you think it would be well to put all people in a Scott Act 
district, in the same position that they could not obtain liquor at all except ona 
physician’s certificate from a druggist — Yes. 

121la. Do you know anything of the operation of the Scott Act outside of this 
district 1—No more than what I have read in the papers ; nothing from observation. 

122a. To what do you attribute the change of feeling in the county and town which 
resulted in the repeal of the Avt ?—When the vote came up for repeal, a great many 
temperance people were disgusted that the law did not accomplish everything they 
expected it would, and they did not go out to vote. 

123a. You think a great many people voted to repeal the Scott Act because its 
operations did not come up to their expectations /—I think the reason those who had 
voted to bring the Scott Act into effect, and then refrained from voting when the 
question of repeal came on, was because the operation of the Act did not accomplish 
what they had hoped it would accomplish. ; 

124a. And did not give satisfaction to them ?—Did not give satisfaction. 


By Judge McDonald : 


125a. I find by the Government statistics that when the Scott Act was adopted in 
the united counties of Leeds and Grenville, the voting stood 5,058 in favour of the Act 
and 4,384 against it, a majority of 674 in its favour, and that when it was repealed 
there voted for the Act 3,660, and for its repeal 4,938, a majority for repeal of 1,278, 
nearly double the previous majority for the Act; and this was caused principally by 
abstainers, you think !/—Yes, very largely ; that was my impression. — a 

126a. Would you permit the manufacture and importation of liquor for medicinal 
and sacramental purposes /— Yes. 

127a. Would you, for those purposes, permit people to manufacture /—Yes, for I 
think we should allow our own people to manufacture what we would allow others to 
import for those purposes. - 

z 128a. Sree thought out the way in which you would limit the production to 

the amount needed simply for those three purposes 1—I suppose the easiest way to do 
that would be to have it done under Government control. 
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129a. Would you have the Government take the manufacture into their own hands ? 
—Yes, that is what I mean by Government ‘control. 

130a. Supposing such a prohibitory law were passed for the whole Dominion, do 
you think the Dominion Government should undertake the enforcement of that law, or 

leave it like other criminal laws to be enforced by officers of the Provincial Government ? 

' —I do not think that would be a matter of so much moment if the officers were specially 
designated for that purpose. 

13la. Have you considered how provision should be made for the payment of the 
salaries of such officers !—I think the temperance community would have to recognize 
this fact—that they would have to pay a large portion of the expenses of enforcement. 
At present the expenses under the License Act are paid ina large measure by the people 
who consume liquor, and the Government gets the advantage. 

132a. There would be that revenue taken away !—Yes. 

133a. And there would be the expense of the special officers for the enforcement of 
the law /—Exactly, and the temperance people want to understand that. I think 
another mistake is made by temperance people in saying that so large an amount would 
be saved in the expense of administration of justice. I do not think anything would be 
saved in the administration of justice except probably that fewer persons would be sent 
to jail for drunkenness ; but the other portion of the expenses of the administration of 
justice would have to go on as now. 

134a. Can you state what revenue has been received from licenses and fines in this 
district since the Scott Act was repealed ’—The total amount received from licenses, 
fines and transfers in 1889 was $15,028 ; in 1890, $12,501 ; in 1891, $12,287 ; in 1892, 
$13,198, and in 1893, $11,706. 

135a. Can you tell how much of that the municipality has got ?—The Inspector can 
give you that. 

136a. In the event of the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, have 
you thought of a mode in which the revenue now collected in the way of duties on 
manufactured and imported liquors, amounting to between $6,000,000 and $7,000,000, 
would be made up !—I think there would have to be, as in the old country, something in 
the shape of an income tax or a direct tax on the people. 

137a. Would the loss of revenue to the Provincial Governments and the municipali- 
ties have to be made up in the same way /—Yes, the large bulk of the revenue in the 
municipalities is by direct taxation now. I have no doubt that would have to be increased 
in many cases. That kind of a tax would be unpopular, but if the large majority of the 
people want prohibition, they must face the contingency. If we consider it a benefit, 
we cannot enjoy it without paying for it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


138a. Have you seen any statistics which indicate the results on the morals of the 
people, of the operation of a prohibitory law for a lengthened period ?—No more than we 
see that the law in the State of Maine has been in force for many years. 


139a. Have you ever inquired yourself as to the result of the law in the State of 
Maine ?—Not particularly. 


Wiutmot H. Cote. 
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ALBERT WHITNEY, of Prescott, distiller, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald: 


140a. Where do you reside —In Prescott. 

14la. What is your occupation or calling ?—I am a licensed distiller, connected 
with Wiser’s distillery at Prescott. 

142a, How long have you been connected with that distillery ?—About thirty 
years. 

143a. And you resided during the whole of that time in Prescott /-—Yes. 

1440. How long has the distillery itself been. in operation ?—Thirty-six or thirty- 
seven years under this management. It has been in existence perhaps forty years 
altogether. 

145a, Can you, without exposing your private affairs, give us information as to the 
business that is done in connection with the distillery /—During the last ten years the 
distillery has had a larger output than it had previously ; but that was brought about 
partially by the necessity of manufacturing a large quantity under the new law. 

146a. Requiring you to keep the spirits a longer time, for rectification purposes !— 
Yes, of course. The amount manufactured now is about what is demanded from year to 
year. 

147a. In round figures what would it be /—From 450,000 to 500,000 proof gallons 
per annum. 

148a. Can you give us statistics showing the quantity of grain and other materials 
you use from year to year ?—I have only the statistics for 1888-89. Our distillery season 
is from the time we commence in September or October to the 30th of the following 
June or a little on into July. In the year 1888-89 the total quantity of grain used was 
160,000 bushels, of which about two-thirds was corn from the United States and the 
rest barley, rye or oats produced in Canada. 

149a. What was the quantity of spirits manufactured that year ?—484,000 gallons. 

150a. What revenue was paid the Government upon it /—$1.30 per gallon. In the 
year 1889-90, there was used 180,000 bushels of grain, in about the same proportions 
of imported and home-grown products, and the spirits produced were 566,000 gallons. 
In 1890-91, the grain used was 150,000 bushels and the spirits produced 450,000 gallons. 
In 1891-92, the grain used was 110,000 bushels and the spirits produced 357,000 gallons. 
In 1892-93, the grain used was 120,000 bushels and the spirits produced 370,000 gallons. 

151la. What disposition is made of the spirits? Is it all used in Canada, or is some 
part of it exported ?—It is practically all used in Canada. There is some exported to 
the United States, but not very much. 

152a. Are any Canadian spirits exported to Europe?—Very little of any conse- 
quence. Some whisky goes to Europe, but not a very large quantity. 

153a. Did you reside at Prescott at the time of the passage of the Scott Act?—Yes. 

154a. Was the majority for or against the Act there ?—Against the Act. 

155a. Was it well observed in Prescott ?—Well, we did not consider it a success. 
The whisky trade was thrown into unreliable hands. There were more shebeens 
and places selling on the sly during the time of the Scott Act than there has been since. 

156a. Do you think there was as much liquor consumed ?—I think there was quite 
as much. We did not find our trade to fall off any during the time of the Scott Act. 

157a. Was there as much drunkenness apparent in the community as before /—I 
think there was more. As people could only get whisky on the sly, they sent away and 
got it in quantities that they could not take care of. People got a bottle of whisky 
who perhaps would have been satisfied with a glass. 

158a. Did Prescott give a majority for the repeal !—Yes. At i 

159a. How do you find the license law in Prescott !—I think it is much better. 
Everything goes along in a much more respectable way under the license Act, than it 
did under the Scott Act. The Scott Act seemed to bring about quiet drinking and 
drinking among young men, who would get a bottle of whisky and go off and get drunk 
on it. There is not so much of that now. 
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1600. Have you had any experience of the working of prohibition besides the Scott 
Act /—No. 

16la. From your experience, do you consider it as a whole to have been beneficial 
or otherwise !—I do not think it was beneficial. I think everything is much better as 
regards temperance and morality under the present license system. That is my observation. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


162«. Your sales did not fall off in the Scott Act period?—No. Contrary to our 
expectations, they did not fall off. In anticipation of the Scott Act our sales increased 
to a very large extent. Some of our customers laid in a stock in advance, and a great 
many people who had never kept liquor in their houses and who did not want to be seen 
going to the places where they could get it, did the same thing. In fact, there were 
only one or two places w here you could buy it. We accounted for our increased trade 
in 1884 and 1885 in that way—hy dealers and private families laying in stocks of whisky 
in anticipation of the passage of the Act. We could not account for it in any other way. 

163a. As a matter of fact, your trade did not fall off during the Scott Act period ? 
—WNo. 

164@. Will your books show that !—They will show that—throughout the county. 

165a. Was it felt that the liquors would be liable to seizure ?—I don’t know as to 
that. I know that quite a number of customers inquired on what terms they could buy 
large quantities of liquor in anticipation of the passage of the Act. 

166a. Did you travel through the county much !—Yes, a great deal in the year 
before it was adopted—more than I have done since. People naturally appealed to me 
as to how the Act was going to work, and in that way I got information from people 
who laid in large quantities. E myself filled orders for a large number in different kinds 
of liquors. 

167a. Did the people who had licenses prior to the Scott Act continue to sell ?— 
T think a large number of them did. But there is no doubt the trade went immediately 
into the hands of a different class of people. People took up the selling of whisky who 
had not sold before, and it was sold in smaller quantities. There was a great deal sold 
in small packages ; we found it a great nuisance. The ten-gallon keg came into fashion 
then, and it did great work. It was a size that could be handled easily in a buggy and 
which could be easily concealed. 

168a. You say that the trade fell into more disreputable hands ?—It did. We had 
to insist, and did insist, on payment in advance from those people. 

169a. You could not trust them !—We did not think it best to do so. Of course, 
they were engaged in a trade in which they were liable to lose their all if detected, and 
we insisted on the money accompanying the order. 

170a. You had experience of the working of the Scott Act in Pr escott /—I had the 
ordinary experience of the loss of revenue by the town. We had been in the habit of 
receiving about $2,000 a year from the licenses issued there, and as I had been in the 
Council for a number of years and served on the finance committee, I saw that the town 
would be put about some by the loss of this revenue. But we did not find it the incon- 
venience we expected, because our Police Court fines made that revenue up pretty well. 

171a. Fines for drunkenness !—Fines for infraction of the law and other offences. 
I have a list of the receipts from the police court which I obtained from the Treasurer ; 
they were as follows :—in 1884, $92.60; in 1885, $308 ; in 1886, $263; in 1887, $926 ; 
in 1888, $2,126; in 1889, $131 ; 1890, $128 ‘ andi in 1891, $97. 

172a. Which of those years were Scott Act years 1-From 1886 to 1889. The Act 
came into force in May, 1886. It passed in 1884, but too late to take effect in the fol- 
lowing May. 

17 3a. In one year there were fines for drunkenness of $2,100 ’—Not all for drunk- 
enness. I did not go into that part of the matter. 

174a, Was there any difficulty in procuring liquor in Prescott during the time the 
Act was in force!—No, I never found anybody that had any hard work to get what 
they wanted in some way, even when they went away from home to get it. 


ALBERT WHITNEY. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. re 


JOHN P. WISER, of Prescott, distiller, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


175a. You reside in Prescott /—Yes. 

176a. And carry on the business of rectifier and distiller of spirits ?—Yes. 

177a. How long have you carried on that business !—Since October, 1857. 

178a. Continuously to the present time !— Yes. 

179a. You resided in Prescott during the time the Scott Act was in force there /— 
AY es. 

180a. And carried on your business during that time ?— Yes. 

181la. Is there any statement you wish to make with regard to it ?—All I have to 
say 1s that we never were in the habit of selling liquors in small quantities until that 
Act came into force. We were allowed to sell in ten gallon packages, and the result was 
that people who had never before bought liquor to take to their houses did so then, and 
that increased so much that I had to put three coopers on to make kegs to supply the 
the ten gallon trade. 

182a. Was that for sale for private use !—Private use chiefly. 

183a. How do you form that opinion ?—-From farmers buying it and taking it away 
in their wagons. I do not know what they did with it, but that was the presumption. 

184a. In addition to the capital you have invested in the business in the first instance, 
have Government regulations and new statutes required you to expend more money 
since !—Oh, yes, far more, until now a very large amount of capital is required to enable 
us to hold the spirits for two years before putting it on the market. Before that law 
passed our stock was down to 150,000 or 160,000 gallons. Now we carry 1,300,000 
gallons. That is the difference. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


185a. During the Scott Act periods did your sales increase or decrease !—They in- 
creased largely until the last year. People got liquor to tide over that time, and when 
it got to be the general opinion that the Act would be repealed in the latter part of that 
‘ year, the sale fell off while people were waiting to know what would be done, and after 
that they increased again, and since then the business has been about normal. ; 
186a. Was there any immediate increase after the repeal of the Act!—Yes, in 
the first year, owing to the fact that people had been waiting to see what would be done. 
‘ 187a. Practically your sales during the Scott Act period equalled those of any three 
years before or since?—I think they were more. I think in the first year of the Act 
our sales increased 40,000 gallons. 
188a. You attribute that to the supposition that people bought the liquors for home 
consumption !—That is the only way I can account for it. 
189a. Have you any knowledge as to whether the sales for beer increased or decrea- 
sed during the Scott Act period ?—I do not know of my own knowledge. 
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JOSEPH DEACON, Q. C., of Brockville, barrister-at-law, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


190a. You reside in Brockville ?— Yes. 

19la. How long have you resided here !—Thirty-three years. ‘ 

192a. You are, I believe, a barrister-at-law and a Queen’s Counsel ?—Yes. 

193a. And Police Magistrate of Brockvile !—Yes. 

194a. How long have you been Police Magistrate ?—About twenty-two years. 

195a. You have been so before the Scott Act was in force, while it was in force, and 
since, continuously /— Yes. 

196a. The cases of drunkenness and disorderly conduct brought by the police are~ 
tried before you !—Yes, exclusively. 

197a. Did you find during the time the Scott Act was in operation that there was 
a diminution in the cases of drunkenness ?—Drunkenness decreased very much in the 
town, and the fines for the breach of the Scott Act were numerous and very large. 

198a. Was the revenue from the court larger during the period the Scott Act was 
in force than before?—Much larger than before or since, and far in excess of any- 
thing that the municipality could get out of the licenses. 

199a. How was that ?—So many people committed violations of the law and were 
fined. 

200a. Did you find, speaking both officially and as a citizen, that when the law first 
came into force it was fairly well observed ?—For a short time it seemed as if they were 
going to obey the law, and then it was discovered that they were not obeying it. The 
law was steadily being enforced, and after a while it fell into a kind of routine form ; 
men were up continuously and at pretty regular intervals, and they were usually char- 
ged as for a first offence, seldom otherwise. 

20la. By whom were informations laid ?—By the License Inspector, an officer 
appointed by the Ontario Government. 

202a. Was that Mr. Phillips ?—I think it was. 

203a. And then there was Mr. Chapman for Grenville, or did he come to you /—He 
did not come to me. 

204a. There was, we understand, a Police Magistrate appointed for the county /— 
Yes, after a while, Mr. Judd. 

205a. And you tried town cases !—Yes, and county cases until he was appointed. 

206a. The information would be laid before you by Mr. Phillips, and then what 
officers would be employed ?—The town police to serve the papers. The fines, according 
to statute, were paid in to the Treasurer of the town of Brockville. 

207a. I believe the first fines were paid to the County Treasurer, before the change 
in the Order in Council ?— Yes. 

208a. What sum was paid over to the County Treasurer ?—$1,500 of which $750 
was for town offences. 

209a. For what period ?—A few months between one Order in Council and the other. 

210a. Who prosecuted !—The License Inspector. 
-  2lla. Had he counsel employed ?—Yes. There was some sort of local association 
that employed the counsel, and paid him. The Inspector was the plaintiff in ordinary 
cases. 

212a. You have spoken of people being fined over and over again. Were the 
charges generally laid as first offences against the same individual ?— Yes. 

213a. You had to receive these as they were laid before you ?—Oh, certainly. I 
felt, under the decisions of the courts, that I could not even make a suggestion about 
them. 

214a. Were there many people charged with selling in the same premises at differ- 
ent times ?—Sometimes a man was put forward who assumed to be the defendant. 

215a. Will you please explain what the system was /—For example, the proprietor 
of the Revere House would be fined two or three times, and perhaps thinking it was too 
often, somebody else would step forward and say he was the man that sold the liquor. 

JOSEPH Deacon, Q. C. 
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216a. Was any investigation held to ascertain whether that statement was genuine 
or not ?—When a man a comes forward and says he is guilty of a crime before the court 
and he is charged with it, what investigation could you make ? 

217a. Suppose the Inspector charges the proprietor of a certain hotel with having 
sold liquor, and he has already been convicted two or three times, and another man 
comes and says he is guilty, how is the charge against the proprietor got rid of ?—For 
instance, we will suppose a case against John Bell. When it is called, a man rises in 
the audience and says he wants to plead guilty of that charge—that he is the man. He 
is asked by the prosecution if he wants his name substituted for that of the other man, 
and he says he does. Then the name of the other man is scored out, and the name of 
the new man put in its place, and he pleads guilty and pays his fine and the costs. 

218. And it is done with the consent of the prosecution !—Oh, certainly. 

219a. And you consider you have no option in the matter?—No. If the most 
decent man in town comes and pleads guilty to the charge in the Police Court, what can 
you do but convict him. 
I 220a. But he is not charged before you!—But he asks the prosecution to charge 

im. 

221a. Then it is by arrangement with the prosecution that the change in the charge 
is made ?—I have no doubt about that. 

222a. You simply accepted what both parties represented to you was the case /— 
Yes, just the same as a Judge in the Division Court. 

223a. Would there be a repetition of that, suppose the man came up again /—Yes. 
If he had any sons, they would be put in one by one, or some friend would go in that 
way. 

224a. Then you had not many cases of conviction of second offences 1— Very few. 

225a. Have you had any of third offences !—I do not know that we may have had 
one. 

226a. As a jurist and a barrister, what do you think the effect of that would be on 
the community as to the observance of that law !—I think it practically resolved itself 
into a license law ; but it practically was not a well-governed license law, because it was 
irregular and spasmodic. You could not calculate on it with certainty, because you 
would not know what might happen, and therefore in that respect it differed from a 
license law. 

227a. Was the effect such that the community was not getting the benefit which 
they expected from the law /—Well, I think the law was better enforced in the town of 
Brockville than in any other town or municipality in the Province of Ontario. 

228a. The law provides for the first offence a fine of $50, for the second a fine of 
$100, and for the third imprisonment, the intention being that the penalty should be 
increased with each repetition of the offence. Did the people of Brockville get the 
benefit of these provisions ’—If there was any benefit in them, they did not get that. 

229a. Can you explain why they did not?—Yes, because it is so difficult to enforce 
them. This is the way. I suppose, that it would be explained. The Inspector is a 
Government officer, appointed by the Local Government, and no Government wish things 
done that will bring the Government into a state of disrepute or hurt its popularity. I 
think that any Government that enforced the Scott Act to the letter all over the Pro- 
vince of Ontario would not be able to hold their position after a while. The whole 
liquor interest would turn against them, and a lot of loose fish among the electorate 
would go with them and sweep the Government from power. 

230a. Then do you consider that the mode in which you enforced. the Scott Act 
_ here was satisfactory to the people engaged in the liquor traffic /—I thinx it was as far 
accommodated to their wishes as the law would allow, and at the same time have a 
reasonable appearance of being enforced. 

231a. There would be a large number of convictions and a large sum of money in 
some way or other put into the treasury /—Yes. I think I paid $10,000 in the three 
years to the town of Brockville alone. At the same time, I think it is almost impossible 
for men to enforce the Scott Act thoroughly and to the letter, if they do not keep men 
away almost by gun shot from drinking saloons and taverns and hotels and everything 


of that kind. 
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232a. Why ?—You could not, it seems to me, be at all on friendly terms with them 
if the law were enforced to the letter. 

233a. You mean to say there would be ill feeling created between those engaged in 
the traffic and those who drink and those who attempted to enforce the law !—Yes, and 
the Inspector would, I think, lead a dangerous life. He could not get a mouthful at a 
hotel if he wanted it, and he could not use liquor. I myself do not use liquor. 

234a. Do you favour prohibition as a principle ?—I would favour prohibition as a 
principle, but I cannot see my way to favouring it as a law that should be now given to 
the people. 

235a. Why ’—The difficulty of enforcing it, and the difficulty of any Government 
or ruling body of men holding their places if it is enforced. If a Government should 
pass a prohibitory law, I think any reasonable opposition in Parliament ought to be able, 
with the assistance of the liquor interest and their friends, to put the Government in a 
minority with the electorate. Though I think prohibition is a true principle, I do not 
see that, in the present constitution of society, it could be enforced at all. 

236a. In case of the enactment of a law preventing the importation, manufacture 
and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery that would 
be rendered useless !—I hardly know what to say as to that. These men being engaged 
in a business that is not a good business, I would not feel like asking the respectable 
people in the community who pay taxes to pay these men their loss. It is just possible 
that, on a representation of the matter to the people, they would favour even that, 
because it does seem hard that they should lose when they are working under the law. 

237a. How do you account for the Scott Act being repealed by the people ?—I 
think the people got largely disgusted with it, and the old opposition were on hand, and 
with their ranks increased by deserters from the other side who said they were disgusted 
with the Act because it was not being enforced. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


238a. But you say it was better enforced in Brockville than in any other town in 
the Province /—I think so. 

239a. And yet the people of Brockville became disgusted with it ?—I think they did. 

240a. Then you mean to say it was only relatively enforced here ’—Only relatively. 


By Judge McDonald : 


241a. You say as a matter of principle you favour the enactment of a prohibitory 
law, but you fear the possibility of enforcing it. Have you considered how, in case of 
the enactment of such a law, the revenue now derived from the traffic, amounting to 
between six and seven millions of dollars for the Dominion and a large amount to the 
Provinces and the municipalities, would be made up !—I think that at first, by the intro- 
duction of a prohibitory liquor law, the revenue would suffer, but I do think that if the 
people were to maintain that law and stop the manufacture and use of intoxicants, the 
people would become much better off. Poverty would not be seen in our streets so often, 
and a great many people who are kept idle and in jail would be engaged in work. This 
making of liquor, and appointing one man to sell it and another to drink it, and then 
sending him to jail, involves a great waste of time in the community. In our town there 
are some twenty families living on the sale of it, and I have no doubt twenty families 
suffering by the sale of it, and a great many men kept idle and rendered less useful for 
producing and earning—farmers’ sons coming in and losing their time around hotels and 
wasting their earnings in drink. If all that could be removed—but the “if” is about it 
all the time. 

242a. How are you going to make up the revenue?—For instance, a man who is 
going in rags would work and get clothing, and he would pay duty on the fabric. 

243a. It is in that way you would hope to make it up?—In a variety of ways. 
That is only one of the ways. 

JosEPH Deacon, Q. C. / 
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244a. Col. Cole has suggested an income tax, or direct taxation ?—I do not believe 
people will stand an income tax at all. They would pitch out every Government one 
after another that attempted to collect it. 

245a. So you think the loss of revenue would be made up by increased prosperity ? 
—If at all, if the Act were observed : but I think it would take a vast number of officers 
to try to enforce the law, and it would be very expensive at first. 

2460. By whom would you have the enforcing officers appointed, by the Dominion 
or Provincial Governments !—I think by the municipalities. I think there would be 
less party in it. 

247a. Then, if appointed by the municipalities, you would have them paid by the 
municipalities ?— Yes. 4 

248a. How would their salaries be raised !—That would be by direct taxation. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


249a. We have heard this morning of the educating influence of the Scott Act : 
what kind of an educator was it to the young men of Brockville /—I suppose it taught 
them what they learned from it. . 

250a. What do you think they learned from it—those who were not total abstainers, 
for instance /—They learned from it that there was a great desire on the part of people 
to drink liquor and break that law, and that that law was not being carried out the way 
it read. ‘ 

25la,. What would be the moral effect on the young men and the community 
generally of such a state of things as that? Here was a law more honoured in the 
breach than in the observance, people going in a sly way to get liquor ?—I do not think 
it educated or improved their moral feelings as to what was right. They must have 
witnessed in the Police Court streams of perjury the whole time, men swearing, for 
example, that they did not know the taste of the stuff they drank, just telling lies, con- 
stant perjury. J do not think there was a case, unless the defendant pleaded guilty, 
that would not be more or less flavoured with perjury. 

252a. As between the Scott Act and the license law, as it is now observed, which 
would you prefer in the interests of morality and temperance !—I think if people will 
insist on having liquor, whether it is good for them or not, a well regulated license law 
is better, decidedly. 

253a. And that is your opinion after having had an opportunity of witnessing the 
operation of the Scott Act and endeavouring to enforce it?—I was Police Magistrate 
under what is called the Dunkin Act, previous to this Act. It was just another phase 
of the Scott Act, although not so large in its prohibition. It would cover a smaller 
territory, for instance, a township, and the same arguments were brought against it on 
a small scale that have been brought against the Scott Act. But I do not think either 
Act was useful. Still, I think as a whole drunkenness is decreasing in the country. 

254a. Do you attribute the decrease in drunkenness in the Province and in the 
Dominion, and throughout the whole civilized world, to the enactment of measures such 
as the Scott Act?—In this way it may have an effect, showing that Parliaments are 
taking notice of drunkenness and limiting it with a license law ; men making speeches 
in Parliament against it; the pulpits of the land thundering out against it; and all respect- 
able newspapers giving no countenance to it, all these things are tending to make drinking 
a disgraceful and shameful thing. It is now very hard even for a man to take what is 
called a respectable drink. It is looked on as hardly respectable to go up to a bar and 
drink. JI remember when in this town it was quite common, not infra dig at all, to go 
into a bar and take a drink, but you do not find that now. I think that during the 
currency of the Scott Act—I voted for it and wished to see it enforced—drunkenness 
decreased materially in the town. But it is marvellous the mischief that was done by 
people who previously had nothing to do with selling liquor, creeping about and _ hiding 
in stables and out-of-the-way places, drinking and dispensing it. The very fact that a 
ban was put upon it seemed to give them a desire to be tinkering with it. In that way 
J think it got kind of spread out more. The convictions and prosecutions for drunk- 
enness were much fewer during the Scott Act, but the convictions for the breach of the 
law were very great. 
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255a. You say you voted for the Scott Act. Did you vote on the question of 
repeal /—I voted not to repeal it, just in this way: I thought we had now got through 
three years of famine, and perhaps we would come to years of plenty, that the people in 
the business would perhaps be driven out of it, that we would beggar some of these 
follows who were selling, even with the $50 fine. But they stood it bravely for three 
years. And as I had voted for it before, I was in favour of keeping the shot and shell 
on them to see if they would stop. But there was a great change in the people who 
voted the other way. 

256a. As they were not satisfied with it, they voted to repeal it?—Yes. I would 
not say they were wrong. 

257a. I understood you to say that between it and the present license law, you 
would prefer the present law ’—I think it is better. If things were to continue under 
the Scott Act as they went during the three years that it was in force, and not improve, 
that is to say, if people could not be driven from breaking it, it would be better to have 
the license law, and then to group together the fellows who are selling, and employ 
detectives to see that no one sells without a license. 

258a. Could you suggest to the Commission any amendments to the Scott Act that 
you think would make it more workable !—I do not think I could suggest any changes 
with which I would care to have the Scott Act re-enacted. 

259a. As between the saloon license and the tavern or hotel license, which is the 
more injurious to the community /—I think, of course, the saloon license, because it is 
for no other purpose than to give drink. 

260a. If you were recommending the Government to abolish one or the other, which 
would you recommend them to abolish !—If they were to abolish any, abolish the saloons, 
because it is only a drinking shop, and licensing it is giving it a cover of respectability 
which, as a purely drinking shop, it does not possess. 

26la. Some of our friends seem to think it would be better to abolish the hotel 
license, because they say that young men go to hotels ostensibly. to see friends, but in 
reality to get liquor, whereas in the saloon, which is a drinking shop pure and simple, 
they have not the same opportunity !—I think there is a great mistake in that, because 
a great many very respectable people, who do not indulge in liquor, go to hotels ; minis- 
ters of the gospel and many men with their wives and children stop there ; and the eyes 
ot these people are upon one at the hotel to deter one from going to the bar, whereas 
one can slip into the saloon and out again without being seen, and while there he is sure 
to find others who, like himself, are only there to drink. I think there is a better check 
at the hotel than at the saloon. 

262a. Would it promote temperance to render the traffic as disreputable as pos- 
sible ?—I think to make drunkenness as disreputable as you can has a good effect. 

263a. Could it be well to put the licenses into the hands of disreputable men, who 
would make the trade as disreputable as possible ?—-A man who takes out a license to 
sell liquor is in my judgment disreputable enough, and I would not seek the worst of 
that class. I would seek the best, because the legislation of the country is against them, 
at any rate. They cannot be in the Council or on the School Board, they are never 
thought of as trustees in churches, nor would they be allowed to be school teachers. The 
legislation of the country is pointing the finger of scorn at them, and I do not think 
there is any necessity of making their business any more disreputable. 


By Judge McDonald : 
264a. Speaking as a jurist, what is the effect on the public conscience as to law 
generally, of having a law on the statute book that is violated in the way you have said 
the Scott Act was /—TI think such a law is better off the statute book. 
265a. Does it tend to bring other law into contempt in the minds of the people 
who see it /—I think it has that tendency ; and where there is a great deal of perjury in 
connection with the enforcement of a law, it will of necessity be the case in connection 
with the enforcement of other laws. 
By Mr, Clarke: 
266a. There was a great deal of perjury in the prosecutions for violation of the Scott 
Act !—Oh, yes. 
267a. More than in other cases?/—Oh, yes, I think so. 
JosEPpH Deacon, Q. C. 
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ROBERT R. PHILLIPS, of the Township of Yonge, License Inspector, on being 
duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


by Judge McDonald : 


268a. You are the Inspector of Licenses for this district 1—Yes. 

269a. Appointed by the Ontario Government !-—Yes. 

270a. How long have you held office ?—Nearly eight years. 

27 1a. Where do you reside ?—In the Township of Yonge, in the County of Leeds. 

272a. You were Inspector before the Scott Act came into force, while it was in 
force, and have been since 1— Yes. 

273a. Mr. Deacon has told us that so far as the town of Brockville is concerned 
you were the prosecutor in the Scott Act cases brought before him ?—Yes. 

274a. I suppose, not residing in the town, you had to receive your instructions from 
other sources ?—Yes, there was a Scott Act organization that generally furnished me 
with the information and the witnesses. I laid the information, and they asked the 
privilege to secure counsel for the prosecution in the town of Brockville. 

275a. There was no secrecy of their being such an association ?—No. 

276a. Who was the chairman of it?’—The Rev. 8S. D. Chown. 

277a. Do you know who was the local chairman here ?—No, I do not. 

278a. Col. Cole has told us that the information used to be sent to him by some 
local committee 1— Yes. 

279a. So that you obtained it sometimes from him and sometimes from the people 
themselves !—I think I obtained it for the town from Col. Cole himself, and for the 
county from Rey. Mr. Chown. 

280a. Then, in the town cases, you would goto Mr. Deacon and lay the informa- 
tion ?—Yes. 

281la. How did you proceed for the county ?—I went to Mr. Deacon until Mr. J. 
C. Judd was appointed, and after that he took the county cases. 

282a. You heard Mr. Deacon’s testimony ?—Yes. 

283a. He told us that after informations had been laid once or twice against the 
same man for selling, it was a common thing, when that man was summoned again, for 
some person to come into court and ask to take his place !—All that was mostly done 
through a lease. They would present a lease from the men covering the time at which 
the offence was charged. We accepted that as a first offence, if they were willing to 
plead guilty and pay the fine. 

284a. Then, if you prosecuted that man a month afterwards, would a different 
person appear with another lease /—Yes. 

285a. For the same premises ?—Yes. 

286a. How often would a man be represented in this way in the course of a year ! 
—Possibly eight or nine or ten times. 

287a. That is, there would be during the year eight or nine different leases for- 
the one man’s bar?—There would. Sometimes I had the complaint against the same 
party, and held it as a first, and held it the next time as a first. That would be in 
my own discretion. I did it under the pressure of public opinion. ie 

288a. What do you mean by that ’—I found there were men of position, good 
men, though possibly not out-and-out temperance men, who would bring pressure and 
say, “It is too bad ; I would not be so vindictive ;” and in fact, when the cases came 
before the Police Court, I found that the men who had been backing me would not 
give me their support. So I thought I would be better representing public opinion 
not to be too severe ; whenever I was active, it would be vindictive on my part to be so 
extreme. : 

289a. The object of the Act is to do away with the sale of liquor i—Yes. 

290a. This system of constant interchanging of leases and $50 fine is simply an 
- indirect mode of licensing /—Yes, it would be that. ' 

291a. So that what the Act was intended to obtain was not obtained by the peo- 
ple ‘—No, it was very difficult to obtain it. 
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292a. I understand that in some cases where you did accept the lease and went on 
to prove the sale, you could not prove the sale ?— Yes. 

293a. Have you reason to think there was perjury ?—I have reason to believe 
there was perjury. Men did not seem to respect their oath in liquor matters as they 
did in other cases. 

294a. Did you find that men would give different testimony.in Scott Act cases 
from what they would in civil or other cases?—Yes, and they were very forgetful. 
They did not know what they had got, whether liquor or not. 

295a. Mr. Deacon says he thinks the Scott Act was better enforced in Brockville 
than in any other town in the Province. What is your opinion as to that ?—I could 
only judge from reports. We got reports from other municipalities where the Act was 
in force, and we generally headed the list. 

296a. How about the counties?—In the counties it was the same. I would lay 
about 300 informations in the year in the county. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


297a. Did you get the information that enabled you to lay these charges largely 
through the Scott Act organization ?—Yes, largely. 


By Judge McDonald: 


298a. The direct license fees to the municipality ceased when the Scott Act came 
into force ?— Yes. 

299a. And yet there would be a revenue !/—Yes. 

300a. How was that procured /—The Commissioners met at the beginning of the 
year and made an estimate of what would be required to pay the Inspectors and the 
expenses necessary, and the County Council was asked to contribute so much and the 
Town Council so much, and the Government paid a certain proportion. If at the end 
of the year there was a balance remaining to the credit of the Inspector, it was divided 
proportionately as it was put in; and if it was not sufficient, aa would make a second 
estimate. 

301a. Then the Scott Act fines for Brockville were paid to ts Town Treasurer, and 
these for the districts of Leeds and Grenville to the County Treasurer ?—Yes. 

302a. Did the amount of the fines they received from Scott Act cases largely 
exceed the sums of money you required for expenses !—-Oh, yes, the fines were greatly 
in excess of what was needed for expenses. 

303a. And the Dominion Government had appropriated the fines for the purposes 
of the Scott Act /—Yes. 

304a. And that fund provided a much larger amount than the Council had to pay ? 
—I do not know that the town of Brockville received more than they received under the 
license law. The town received $3,307 last year. 

305a. Were you yourself a supporter of the Scott Act ?—I was. 

306a. In a desire to advance the cause of temperance ?— Yes. 

307a. What was the result !—The result was not what I expected, and still I think 
the agitation, while the Scott Act was passing, was an educator ; but the workings of it 
Tdo not think were. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


308a. What kind of an educator was the Act itself?—I think the Act itself was 
not an educator. I think it was an evil in some cases. Young boys imagined it was 
very cunning to get hold of a bottle of whisky, and we found it scattered about in places 
where we do not tnd it now, and we found men drinking whom we do not find drinking 
now. My experience is that we are working towards Srokibision: I find that drinking 
is not as respectable. 


By Judge McDonald: 


309a. Do you mean prohibition as a law, or how ?—As a principle ; and the people 
are getting better prepared to observe a law of that kind. 
Rosert R. PHILps. 
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: Peg Do you not find an increase of temperance sentiment in the last ten years ? 
—I do. 

31la. Do you think the churches and the temperance societies and the schools are 
assisting that tendency !—I do. They are helping it continually. 

312a. Did you find that the coming into force of the Scott Act led to the temper- 
ance societies lying on their oars, thinking it was going to do the work ?—It did. We 
had not the same energy or vigilance in that direction. They thought the work had 
been completed. 

313a. Do you not find a great deal less drunkenness in the community than there 
used to be ?—Much less. 

314a. In the township of Yonge, where you live, you had the Dunkin Act in force 
before the Scott Act ?—We had, and we have not had a license since. 

315a. You have not had a license for twenty years ?—No, and you could not get a 
license issued : the majority would be against it. 

316a. The people as a rule are sober?’—Yes. We have a man occasionally who 
would get liquor if he had to leave the country to get it. But the younger people as a 
rule are sober. 

317a. Do you think a prohibitory law could be enforced in these counties in the 
present state of public opinion ?—I think not. I think in the near future it might. 
With the march of temperance it appears to me we would be able to observe a law of 
that kind : it would be respected. At the time the Scott Act was passed it was a dead 
letter. It was someting like the law for cutting weeds on the roadside: it was a law 
that nobody would prosecute people for breaking. 

318a. You found that there seemed to be a disposition on the part of respectable 
people to cover up offences against that law who would not do the same with respect. to 
other laws ?’—Just so. I had cases where I had to enforce the penalties by sending the 
parties to jail, and even after they went to jail they were released. People thought it 
was a hardship. Then, I found that after the fines were imposed, several thousands of 
dollars, that could have been collected, the counties remitted, and said ‘‘ We won’t 
enter them.” 


By Mr. Clarke : 


319a. It was your experience that sober people who were not disposed to go into 
hotels, seemed to set the Scott Act at defiance, and break it ?—Their sympathies seemed 
to be that way. I do not say the people themselves were violators of the law. 

320a. How did those people vote ?—I think they voted for the Scott Act. I found 
that when I lost a case I had not the sympathy of the people ; they said, “It was good 
enough for you.” Then all my witnesses were adverse witnesses ; they all favoured the 
liquor man in every instance. 

321a. Do you find that the same thing exists now in the prosecution of men for 
selling without license ?—Yes, but not to the same extent. They say, ‘“‘These men 
know the law, and it should be observed ; you did right to prosecute them.” 

322a. What was the state of the town at the end of the Scott Act period ?—It was 
considerably demoralized, and there was a good deal of dissatisfaction and hard feeling 
about the enforcement of the law. 

323a. What is the feeling now ?—They seem to be fairly well pleased. I do not 
hear any complaints, either from the people or the Government, of the way the law is 
enforced. 

324a. Is it your opinion that there is a better state of things in the town and 
county than there was during the Scott Act period idle have no hesitation in saying 
that. The liquor traffic is better controlled, and there is less drunkenness now than 
under the Scott Act. ‘ 

325a. I suppose your experience was that many disreputable people were selling 
during the Scott Act period 7—Yes, many of them. my 

326a. What about the quality of what they sold ?—I have known parties fined for 
selling methylated spirits ; they even went to jail for three months for selling it. 

327a. Having come through the Scott Act period, and having been Inspector under 
the license law of the Province, which do you prefer in the interest of temperance and 

21—24*** | . 
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morality in the community ?—I think that the people I come in contact with observe 
the license law better than they would prohibition, and I think it is better. As toa 
vote for temperance or license, I would want to vote for temperance. I think liquor 
is the great curse that we want to get rid of ; but we got better control of it by a license 
law. Whether we would be able to have a proper system of public houses, without 
liquor, [donot know. The profits seem to be in the bar, and I doubt if it could be done. 
I cannot see my way clear to anything better than a proper license system properly 
enforced. 

328a. Some people think the hotel bar is a greater source of evil than the saloon ? 
My opinion is that there is no argument for a saloon license at all. I think the saloon 
license should be abolished altogether. I think the hotel license is sufficient. 

329a. Regarding the Scott Act itself, can you suggest any amendments which 
would make it more workable? Having had three years’ experience in enforcing it, do 
you think, if you re-enacted it now, that you could do better with it than before /—No, 
I do not think you could. Ihave heard the suggestion made to appoint so many officers 
and let them have all the fines for enforcing it. A man to undertake that, would be in 
danger. I got a number of threatening letters, and we had dynamite and everything to 
contend with, and I am afraid that would create bad feeling. 

330a. There is a better feeling in the community now ?—There is. I have known 
people who used to be very good friends and neighbours who got into hard feelings on 
account of this matter. 


By Judge McDonald ; 


331la. In case an Act was passed prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors, would you consider it proper that remuneration should be made 
to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery that would be rendered useless ? 
—TI think they should. You might say that these men took their chances in going into 
that business, but really they went into it under law, and they made preparations to 
meet the requirements of the law, and it seems hard that they should suffer without 
remuneration. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


332a. Would it be an improvement to take away from people in Scott Act counties 
the right they have now of securing liquor for domestic use !—If it could be kept away, 
it would be better asa whole. If that could be prevented, I do not suppose vendors would 
supply so much as seemed to be required. 

333a. There seemed to be a great deal sold for medicinal purposes /—Yes, it was 
ridiculous. 

334a. Is there as much brought in now for domestic consumption as there was 
during the Scott Act period !—No, Ido not see that now. During the Scott Act period 
there would be, for instance, four or five kegs to come off the train at the station of 
Mallorytown, while you might now be there for a week and you would not see one. 
That is now all gone. I file a statement of the receipts and expenditure on account of 
the License Fund, for the District of Brockville and Leeds, for the license year ending 
the 30th day of April, 1893, showing the total receipts for the year to be $11,948.75, 
and the Inspector’s salary and other expenses to amount to $825.40 


Rosert R. PHIuips. 
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GEORGE A. RUDD, of Brockville, harness maker, on being duly sworn, deposed 


as follows :— 2 


By Judge McDonald : 


335a. You reside in Brockville /—Yes. 

336. How long have you resided here /—Thirteen years. 

337a. You are engaged in the saddlery and harness business ?—Yes. 

338a. You lived here before the Scott Act came into force and afterwards 1—Yes, 

339a. Were you a supporter of the Act /—I was. 

340a. Are you in favour of prohibitory legislation ?—I am. 

341a. Did you as a citizen and temperance man take a warm interest in the success 
of the Scott Act ?—Well, I knew what was going on, Idid not take as much part in it 
as some others. 

342a. And you were desirous that it should be a success 1—Yes. 

343a. Perhaps you would teil us what your experience was of the working of the 
Act as to its advantages or disadvantages, if any !—I think the Scott Act is a good 
thing if it were enforced, and the non-enforcement of it lies with the officials, and you 
can trace that back to the Government, I suppose. But my impression of the working 
of the Scott Act here was that they fined them just as often as they thought they had 
the fifty dollars ; when they had not the fifty dollars they did not fine them ; that was 
just about it. 

344a. You heard the evidence given here by the Police Magistrate and the Inspector 
as to their not having second and third convictions ?—I did. 

345a, Did you notice anything of that kind yourself when the prosecutions were 
going on !—I noticed that the cases were delayed—sometimes the dates changed and 
cases brought on out of their dates, so that a case that was good at the time was no good 
at the time it came on. 

346a. Why was that done !—I don’t know. 

347a. Did you ever take any steps to inquire into it /—No. 

348a. Did you ever yourself personally take any steps with regard to the enforce- 
ment of the Act, by giving information to the officers or otherwise /—No, I never spoke 
to the officers except once. I happened to be in Mr. Deacon’s office when Mr. Phillips 
came in. He said that such and such a case was no good. I happened to know some- 
thing about that case, and I asked him “ What about that ?” He said, “It is no good.” 
I said, “If you had left the dates as they were, it would have been good, but you moved 
the dates on, and the man in the meantime had quit selling.” 

349a. Do you remember cases in which a man would get up in the court and say 
that he had leased the place, and plead guilty ’—I do. 

350a. Would you favour the passage of an Act prohibiting the importation, manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the Dominion for beverage purposes!—I would. 

351a. Do you think such an Act could be successfully enforced ?—If the Govern- 
ment will take it in hand and the people will back them up, I do not see why it should 
not be. 

352a. You speak of the people backing them up. How did you find that in the 
case of the Scott Act 1—With the temperance people, it took a little money out of their 
pocket, and something out of their business, whereas the hotel men who are violating 
the law are working for their pocket. It is a different fight altogether. ek 

353a. What officers do you think would enforce the law—those of the Dominion 
Government, those of the Provincial Government, or those of the municipality ?—I do 
not know. The municipality, I think, could enforce it as well. ; 

354a. Would you in such a law provide for the admission or the manufacture of 
liquor for sacramental, mechanical and medicinal purposes !—I suppose that would have 
to be done. There are churches in our land that believe in that sort of thing, and I 
would not deprive them of it. ; 

355a. For all those purposes you would permit persons who desired, to manufacture 
or import them ?—The Government should control the manufacture of whatever is used. 
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356a, Would you favour the enactment of a law that would prevent people from 
importing liquors to use in their own houses ?—So far as I am personally concerned, I 
do not need it at all; I never use it. 

357. But so far as the community as a whole are concerned, would you permit 
them to import it for their own personal use !—They would be better without it, in my 
judgment. 

358a. The question is, whether you would favour legislation that would prevent 
them bringing it in for their own use, if they wished to do so!—I would rather coax a 
man to quit it, than force him. 

359a. Suppose such a law were passed, prohibiting the importation, manufacture 
or sale, would you favour remuneration being made to brewers and distillers for their 
plant and machinery which would be rendered useless /—I would not, on the ground 
that I think that the widows and orphans of our country have suffered, and it is they 
who want the rebate. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


360a. I understand you to say that the non-enforcement of the Canada Temperance 
Act, was due to the officials. Just how much do you mean by that ?—As I stated, the 
cases were not brought on fast enough, only, seemingly, when they thought the liquor 
sellers had their fine. It looked that way. 

361la. They were considering, then, the position of the violators of the law 7—One 
of them happened in the shop this morning, and he mentioned that the lawyer got five 
dollars if he lost, every time. 

362a. Are we to understand, from what you say, that the officials, instead of faith- 
fully and steadily enforcing the law, considered the position of the violators, and only 
enforced it when it was convenient for them to pay a fine?—I think so. I think the 
Scott Act could have been a success in our county. 

363a. How does the license law work ?—I do not know, as the effect is much 
different from what it was under the Scott Act. I do not see much difference. There 
were drunken men then, and liquor was sold. 

364a, Do you think the sale of liquor is more general now than it was under the 
Scott Act !—I do not know as to that. I suppose the statistics would show. 

365a. Are there more signs or indications of the sale of liquor now than there were 
under the Scott Act ?—I think there are. After the Scott Act went out, it seemed to 
me that there were more drunken men on the streets than before. 

366a. Do you know whether there are unlicensed sellers in Brockville now ?—Not 
that I know of. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


367a. Do you say that you do not see much difference between present conditions 
under the license law and the conditions that existed under the Scott Act /—No, because 
the Scott Act was not enforced. 

368a. Did you hear the testimony of the Police Magistrate this morning /—I cannot 
account for what he thinks. I am just giving my own opinion from what I see. 

369a. The Magistrate said the law was better enforced in Brockville than in any 
other town in the Province !—There were more fines in our county than in any other, 
and yet the law was not enforced. 

370a. Were you present when the License Inspector gave his evidence /—I was. The 
number of fines imposed, shows that it was not enforced ; it showed that they did not 
stop the sale. 

371a. How do you account for the Act being repealed !—The non-enforcement of 
it caused the repeal, I suppose. 

372a. The people preferred license to the Scott Act, not enforced as it should be?— 
Yes. This liquor traftic is the cause of more trouble than anything else to men running 
factories. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


373a. How many men do you employ ?—Fourteen or fifteen. 
GrorGeE A. Rupp. 
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374a. Do you find that the drink traffic and habit interfere with the usefulness of 
these men !—They are of no use at all when under the influence of liquor. 

375a. Do you find this true also in the case of those who drink more moderately 1— 
There are men who drink with moderation and work as well as others who do not drink 
at all. I have found it to interfere also, by men bringing it on the premises; but if I 
found a man doing that once, he had to go. 

376a. As an employer of labour, you think the prohibition of the drink traffic would 
benefit employees as well as employers !—I think it would. 

377a, Can you form an estimate of what a man who has the drink habit loses by 
the month ?—They lose everything except the little that they give to their families. 

378a. Take a man who has the drink habit—how many days in the month would 
he lose from work on account of it !—They vary in that. Some of them lose half their 

time. I had one man who was all right as long as he had his job; when he had not a 

job, he would be drunk all the time. 

379a. You could not give an average 1—No, they vary so much. 

380a. But they do lose time ’—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


381la. Did you make representations to the authorities regarding the non-enforce- 
ment of the Act by the officials ?—I do not think so. 

382a. Were any representations made to the License Commissioners that the Inspec- 
tor was not doing his duty !—I do not know that there were any complaints by any 
authority. 

383a. Were any meetings held to protest against the non enforcement of the Act ? 
—Not that I know of. 

384a. There was a Scott Act association formed !—I do not know anything about 
that. 

385a. Was any organization similar to that formed in Brockville !—Before the 
Scott Act come in, they had a meeting which Mr. Phillips attended, and a committee 
was appointed. I was not one of the committee. 

386a. On what lines did the committee work ?—They had a subscription list, and 
money was collected to help in the enforcement of the law. 

387a. How was the money used !—I don’t know. 

388a. Did they employ people to act as detectives !—I don’t know. 


By Judge McDonald : 


389a. Did you vote to repeal the Act or to sustain it voted to sustain it. 
390a. Did you take any part in the contest 2—J did what I could. 
391a. How do you account for its repeal 1—The non-enforcement of it. If the 


Scott Act had been enforced, it would not have been repealed. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


392a. You do not know anything of the causes which led to the repeal of the Scott 


Act in other counties !——No. / 
393a. You do not know anything of the operation of the Scott Act in other coun- 


ties /—No. 
By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 
394a. Did you understand the repeal of the Scott Act to express the feelings ot 


the people against general prohibition !-—I think not. I think men who voted for the 


repeal of the Scotty Act would vote for prohibition, 
395a. You understand that they were simply dissatisfied with the operations of 


that law here because it was not enforced !— Yes. 


By Judge McDonald - 


396a. Is there any other statement you would like to make ‘—There is only one. 
I have heard hotel men say that they cannot run the table part of the business alone : 
hey want the bar to help to pay expenses. It seems to me that if I get a dinner at a 
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hotel that is worth seventy-five cents, and a poor drunkard comes and spends money 
at the bar to enable me to get my dinner for fifty cents, that is wrong. If they do not 
charge enough for my dinner, they ought to charge more. 

397a. Do you know if there are any of what are called temperance hotels in the 
county at present?—John Forth, I think, has one. The county fairs are held in his 
neighbourhood. 


JOHN DARGAVEL, of Brockville, Town Clerk, on being duly sworn, deposed as 


follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


398—9a. You reside in Brockville 1—Yes. 

400a. How long have you resided here ?—I came here from the country in 1879 
after having been away ten years. I was born here. 

401la. You are Town Clerk of Brockville ?—Yes. 

402a. How long have you been Town Clerk ?—Since 1879. 

403a. You were Town Clerk before the Scott Act was adopted, while it was in force 
and to the present time ?—Yes. 

404a. How many licenses are there in Brockville now ?—Eleven tavern, two shop, 
and two wholesale licenses. We get no fees from the wholesale licenses. 

405a. What fees do you get from the tavern and shop licenses ?—Our by-law says 
$500 for taverns and $400 for shops. 

406a. Does any portion go to the Government?—Up_ to $200 the town gets two- 
thirds, and all above that is divided equally between the Government and the town. 

407a. Can you tell us in round numbers what the town gets from lcenses—this 
year, for instance !—The amount received this year from the first of May is $3,658. 

408a. Have you a statement showing the amount received by the town from fines 
while the Scott Act was in force ?—The Scott Act fines received were: in 1886, $200 ; 
in 1887, $5,123.85 ; in 1888, $4,608.45 ; in 1889, $2,050 ; and in 1890, $90.05, paid over 
to me by Mr. Phillips as the balance of a refund for 1888-89; a total of $12,072.35 in 
Scott Act fines for the three years. 

409. Does that include the amount paid by the Police Magistrate to the county 
over which there was a suit which was afterwards compromised ?— No, 

410a. So that that there was $650 more, paid in Scott Act fines, that the town did 
not get ?—_Yes. 

411la. What did you pay out for the enforcement of the Scott Act ?—In 1886, $1.10 ; 
in 1887, $917.94 ; in 1888, $3,938.73 ; and in 1889, $1,472.68 ; a total of $8,330.45. 

4\2a. That leaves a balance in favour of the town of nearly $6,000. What became 
of that money? Did it go into the general fund of the town /—Yes. 

413a. What was the reason that the amount paid out in 1888 was so much larger 
than that of any other year ?—In that year we charged against the fund, part of our 
police expenses and part of the Magistrate’s salary. 

414a. Then 1887 would represent more nearly the actual expenses of the enforce- 
ment of the Act ?—Yes, I suppose it would. That would be the lawyers’ fees and sum- 
monses, and so on, expended in enforcing the Act. 

415a. Do you know what portion of the Police Magistrate’s salary and the police 
expenses were charged to this fund ?—I do not. I think about half for the year. 

416a,. And a part in 1890?—Yes. 

417a. Your police force is still maintained at as great a strength as it was then ? 
—Yes. 

418a. And you have the Police Magistrate 1—Yes. 

Grorcr A. Rupp. 
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419a, And the same salaries are paid to them and charged against the general 
rates /—Yes. 

4200. The Police Magistrate has told us that during the Scott Act period a system 
prevailed by which, when a man was summoned the second or third time, somebody 
would get up in the court and say that he had a lease of the bar, and would plead 
guilty. Did you see that sort of thing going on ?—Yes; I saw that a great many 
times. 

421la. We were told also that some of these men would have a great many tenants 
—one day one man and another day another. Did you see that going on /—Yes. That 
happened with the Revere House and the St. Lawrence Hall. 

422a. Did you know the men individually who declared that they had leased? 
—Yes, some of them. 

423a. Had you reason to believe that they had leases of the bars at all?—No. 

424a. Did you suppose that it was just a sham ?—Yes. They would show their 
leases. 

(4250. Was any representation made to the Government of that state of things 
going on !—Not that I know of. 

426a. Or to the Town Council ?—No. 

427a. Are you in favour of prohibition ?— Yes, I would like to see it. 

428a. Were you a supporter of the Scott Act ?—No, I was not. 

429a. Were you in favour of repeal ?—Yes. 

430a. What did you think of the enforcement of the Act?—I do not think it was 
enforced at all. I think there was just as much drunkenness under the Scott Actas 
under license, and more perjury—ten times more. Respectable men would go and 
swear that they did not know what they had been drinking—whether it was buttermilk 
or what it was. 

43la. Did these men hold responsible positions in the community !—Oh, yes. 

432a. To what do you attribute the non-enforcement of the Act?—I cannot say 
why it was not enforced. 

433a. Taking the system as it existed here, was it anything more than an indirect 
licensing system ?—That is all it was. 

434a. You would favour the passage of a general prohibitory law ?—I would. 

435a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour the remuneration 
of distillers and brewers for their plant and machinery rendered useless?—I think they 
ought to be. 

436a. In case of the passage of such a law, would you permit the importation or 
manufacture of liquor for mechanical, medicinal and sacramental purposes !—Oh, yes. 

437a. How would you provide for the manufacture of the liquor required for such 
purposes /—I would put it under Government control. 

438a. Would you favour permitting individuals, under such a law, to bring in 
liquor for their own use, for beverage purposes in their own houses?—I would not, oniy 
under a doctor’s certificate. 

439a. To what authority do you think the enforcement of such a law should be 
committed— Dominion, Provincial or Municipal ?—I think the Provincial Government 
ought to attend to that. 

By Mr. Clarke : 

440a. Do you think a prohibitory law could be enforced better than the Scott Act? 
—It could be enforced as well. 5 

441a. But you did not favour the Scott Act ?—I did not, because I thought they 
could not enforce it. ; : 

442a, Do you think they could enforce a prohibitory law !—I think they could en- 
force it as wellas the Scott Act. I would like to see prohibition universal. 

443a, I understand that you voted against the Scott Act and in favour of its re- 
peal, and you looked upon it as a roundabout license system—but you favour general 
prohibition, and I want to know if you think it could be enforced better than the Scott 
Act, which you regard as a failure /—If liquor were not manufactured they could not 
get it. 
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444a. Do you think the condition of affairs at present is better or worse than the 
condition under the Scott Act ?—I think we are just as good. I think people are get- 
ting to drink less and less all the time. 

445a. Do you attribute that to the educational effect of the Scott Act !—No, I do. 
not. 

44520. To what do you attribute it /—To the churches and the schools—to the stand 
they take against drunkenness. 

446a. How do you account for the non-enforcement of the Scott Act, which came 
into operation only after a majority of the electors voted in favour of it ?—I think the 
people saw that it was such a farce that they got sick of it. 

447a. How would you ascertain whether public opinion was in favour of a prohibi- 
tory law or not !—I could not tell you that. 

448a. How did the License Inspector and the police perform their duty during the: 
Scott Act period ?—I think they performed it very well. 

449a. Do you think they were earnest and zealous in enforcing the law /—Yes.. 
Mr. Phillips seemed to be very zealous to do all he could to get a conviction. : 

450a. Did the police force aid him in the discharge of his duty /—Yes. 

45la. Was the question of the appointment of additional police officers to aid Mr. 
Phillips ever brought out ?—No. 

452a. Was any dissatisfaction expressed with Mr. Phillips’s conduct!—No, L 
think not. 

453a. And yet the law was not enforced ?—No. 


hy Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


454a. You spoke of perjury. Do you think that was attributable to the law or to 
the man !—The trouble was in the man. The law was all right. 

455a. You would not charge that to the law ?—Oh, no, 

456a. Do you suppose that if the interests of such men were at stake, they would 
perjure themselves in other cases !—No, I think not. They did not want to convict the 
men. 

457a. Do you suppose this had anything to do with it—that they were parties to 
the violation of the law ’—No, I think not. They simply wanted to save the men. 

458a. Would you set down the law as a bad law because of that ? The perjury was 
notin the law, but in the grain of the men, and the law furnished the occasion for 
bringing it out—do you suppose that was the case ?— Yes. 

459a. Why would you compensate distillers and brewers /—Because they have a 
large amount of money at stake, and it would not be right to deprive them of it. 

460a. Would they be deprived of it !—Certainly they would. The machinery would 
be of no use to them. 

461a. A law prohibiting the manufacture and sale of liquors would not take any 
money away from them ?—It would render their machinery useless to them. 

462a. Are they not licensed from year to year !—I could not tell you that. 

463a. Would you also compensate the people who have suffered because of their 
business ?—I would like to see that done. 

464a. But you think they would be a little difficult to reach /—Yes. 

465a. Do you know whether the licensees in Brockville observe the provisions of 
the license law, such as not selling in prohibited hours, on Saturday night or on Sunday, 
to minors, drunkards or Indians ?—I could not tell. 

466a. Have there been any cases before the court of men charged with violating 
these prohibitions under the present system /—There have been a few—probably three 
or four so far this year. 

467a. Do you know whether there are any people in Brockville selling without 
license ?—I could not tell you. I do not think there are. 

468a. Since the license law came in, have there been any !—Not that I know of. ° 

469a. The taverns are not necessarily all hotels, are they ’—There is just one 
saloon, I think. 

470a. What are those shop licenses ?—For selling by the pint or quart. 

471a. Not by the glass ?—They are not supposed to. 

JOHN DARGAVEL. 


. 
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472a. Do they sell with groceries !—No, entirely separate. 

473a. Do the wholesale men sell other things, or exclusively liquors 7— All we have 
here are brewers. 

474a, You have breweries here, have you !—We have one brewery. 

475a. Is it a large establishment !—Quite a large establishment. 

476a. It sends considerable of its products out of Brockville, I suppose ?—Oh, yes. 

477a. Do you know if it employs many men ?—I do not. 

478a. How many men have you on your police force !—Four men and a Chief. 

479a. How long have you had that number !—We have had them ten years. 

480a. No less and no more ?—No less and no more. 


JOHN DUMBRILLE, of Maitland, Inland Revenue officer, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


48la. You reside at Prescott /—I reside at Maitland. My oftice is at Prescott. 

482a. You are Inland Revenue officer !—Yes, for the district of Prescott, compri- 
sing the counties of Leeds, Grenville and Dundas. 

483a. How many distillers are there in your district ?—One, and three breweries. 

484a. These are all under your charge /—Yes. I put in a statement showing the 
number of pounds of malt used, the amount of duty thereon, and the number of gallons 
of malt liquor produced, from July Ist, 1880 to June 30th, 1893, as follows :— 


Malt. Duty. Malt Liquor. 
aye leet oso. to June oO, 1890.0. esc e s ns 2,311,599 Ibs. $23,115.99 738,824 gals. 
ee 1890 at HE To 9 Wi poten cae eee eA 5) Se 23,299.19 9 (51,805 | & 

& 1891 oe Go ARS) th Aer Team 2,015,866 £0 317-32, GC49350) 8 
cs 1892 oe Os Noes) ea co ees ae 2,043,728 <“ 40,874.76 700,506 <“* 


I also put in a statement showing the number of proof gallons of spirits entered for 
duty, the amount of duty collected on the same, and also the amount of American spirits 
imported for manufacturing purposes, from July 1, 1889, to June 30, 1893, as follows :— 


Proof gals. Duty. US. spirits. 
July 1, 1889, to June 30, 1890..............34,332-22 $109,631.88 30,869-69 gals. 
aC 1890 a RRR SOM Games aie ae een | 43,477°68 Goel Tito ArT. 1 
rs 1891 < COS OD 4. sent eee 47,659°48 71,488.99), 46,270:17. “ 
as 1882 st EL SOD Me ape. Sera Soak e 46,675-17 COMOLZ Sat O1592-9 7° = 
INGUEHISS », ber ng & RSPEI aE 227,144:55 $314,250.40 139,225-90 


485a. These statements are taken from your books!—Yes. I might explain that 
the spirits imported for manufacturing purposes were to manufacture crude fulminate 
of mercury, and as soon as the spirits were destroyed in the manufacture and the pro- 
duct exported to the United States, the duty was refunded. 

486a. Under the Dominion regulations, the distilleries are entirely under your 
charge !— Yes. é 

487a. You have officers there all the time 7—Yes, we have four officers there. 

488a. Any officers in the breweries !—One in each malt house. Hach brewery has 
a malt house. ; 

489a. How long have you been in office /—Since April, 1885. 

490a. Has there been any change made in the regulations since that time as to the 
plant and machinery used ?—There have been some improvements at different times, 
repairs and improvements in both distilleries and breweries. 

49la. Do these breweries and distilleries take out licenses every year /— Yes. 
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492a. How is the application made for them?—The one is for malting, not for 
brewing, and the other for distilling and rectifying. 

493a. Do these applications require to be signed by any ratepayers ?—No, simply 
by the manufacturer, with two bondsmen. 

494a. Do the same bonds continue, or do they get new bonds every year }/—New 
bonds every year. 

495a. Is there any investigation made before a license is granted ?—The premises 
are surveyed by our officers, and they make a statement of the different compartments, 
machinery and everything. 

496a. Since you came into office have the same persons continued in the trade ?— 
Yes, the same distilleries and the same breweries. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


497a. Why are these four ofticers placed in the distilleries and the breweries !—To 
see that the law is carried out. 

498a. The Government, then, does not seem disposed to trust to the distillers and 
brewers to carry it out /—They think it better to look after them. 

499a. There is a regulation that spirits must be kept in store for two years ?—Yes. 

500a. What is the object of that /—I do not know. 

50la. Some persons have the idea that it is to rectify the spirits and free them 
from impurities ?—Some say that it improves with age. 

502a. Have you ever heard it suggested that it is a scheme by which the big dis- 
tilleries freeze out the smaller ones ¢—T hay e heard that, but I do not know anything 
about it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


_ 503a. Have any of the smaller ones been frozen out since that regulation was 
adopted !—I have heard of one in Montreal. It perhaps prevents some smaller ones 
from starting. 

504a. Do you know anything about the operation of the Scott Act in these coun- 
ties ?—No, I do not. / 

505a. Did you see much change in the appearance of things during the years it was 
in foree ?—No, I did not. JI saw as many drunken people during the Scott Act period 
‘as before or since. 


SAMUEL I. BOYD, of Brockville, Collector of Excise, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


506a. You reside in Brockville ?—Yes. 

507a. What is your occupation /—Deputy Collector of Excise at Brockville. 

508a. How long have you been in that oftice ?—Two years in September next. 

509a. Before that where did you reside ?—In Prescott. 

510a, Can you give us any figures?—I produce a statement, taken from the book 
kept by the excise department at Brockville, showing the duty received on spirits and 
malt for each month from July 1, 1890, to June 30, 1893, with the quantities of spirits 
and malt ex-warehoused. 

5lla. Could you make up a similar statement for the previous three years !—Yes. 

512a. What does your excise here cover er 1—Spirits and malt liquors and cigar fac- 
tories, of which we have three. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 
513a. Do you place officers in each of the cigar factories —No, one ofticer can take 
charge of three. 
Joun DuMBRILLE, 
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514a. Does he visit them ?—He visits them occasionally. 
By Mr. Clarke : 


515a. Were you a resident of Brockville during the Scott Act period !—No, I was 
a resident of Prescott. 

516a. How was the law enforced in Prescott !—Very indifferently. 

ol7a. Was there any difficulty in securing liquor ?—I do not think there was any. 

__ 518a. Was there any marked increase in drunkenness during the Scott Act period ! 

—I am not aware that there was. ‘ 

519a. Did yoy notice any increase or decrease —If I.did it has escaped my memory. 
I was Mayor of the town during the whole term, I think. 

519$a. You might tell us something about its operation, then ’—As I said before, I 
consider that it operated very indifferently. 

520a. Upon whose shoulders rested the responsibility of its non-enforcement !—It 
seemed to be almost impossible to get evidence to convict certain parties who were con- 
tinually infringing upon the law. It was commonly said with reference to some : ‘ There 
is no use making a complaint against that man; the evidence will not be sufficient.” 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


521a. Do you think the officials did their duty faithfully /—I do not think so. 

522a. Do you think that if the officials had done their duty faithfully there would 
have been a better enforcement of the law!—I do not know about that, inasmuch as 
there appeared to be a public opinion against the enforcement of it. There seemed to 
be rather a pleasure than otherwise when parties escaped conviction. 

523a. How do you reconcile that with the public opinion that brought the law into 
operation !—My opinion is that it was brought into operation before public opinion was 
prepared for it. | 

524a. Still, there must have been a vote to bring it in?—I am not aware that there 
was a vote taken on that question—not a direct vote of the people. 

525a. It certainly could not get into operation without such a vote ?—I have no 
recollection of it. By the by, I believe there was, in December, 1884. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


526a. The people did not seem to desire to see it enforced after it came into opera- 
tion?—No. The fact of the matter is, the enforcement of it seemed to resolve itself 
into the hands of the liquor dealers to administer. 

527a. How was that !—It was manipulated in some way so that, generally speaking, 
they administered the law. 


By Judge McDonald : 

528a. Had you, in Prescott, a system such as the Police Magistrate of Brockville 
spoke of as existing here, of periodical fines !—Yes. 
529a. According to his evidence or that of the Inspector, it became a system of 
indirect license ?—Yes, I think it got along just about that way. They seemed to be 
prepared to pay a certain amount of fines each year. 

530a. The majority of the people of Prescott were opposed to the Act, I believe ? 
—I do not know as to that. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 

531la. Do you know whether the sale under the Scott Act was open or more or less 
secret ?—-I think it must have been secret, although parties I know came from the coun- 
try and went away in the afternoon with liquor in boxes. 

532a. They have a license system there now !—I believe they have. 

533a. Not living there, I suppose you could not express an opinion as to how the 
license system works ?—No ; not for the last three years. ; 

534a. How large a place is Prescott 1— About three thousand inhabitants. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
535a. Do you know whether the bringing of the Scott Act into operation increased 
the consumption of liquor in homes ?—I do not know. 


rd 
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JACOB D. BUELL, of Brockville, Clerk of the Peace, on being duly sworn, de- 
posed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


536a. You are a resident of Brockville !—Yes. 

537a. Your office is that of Clerk of the Peace /—Yes. 

538a. And County Crown Attorney /—Yes. 

539a. You at one time represented this electoral district in the House of Commons } 
—Yes. 

540a. How many years have you lived in Brockville?—Over sixty years. I was 
born here. 

541la. As acitizen of the town have you noticed a great diminution in the drinking 
habits of the people ?/—I have. 

542a. So that there is really less now than there was in previous years?—I am 
sure of it. 

543a. You lived here during the operation of the Scott Act ?—Yes. 

544a. Did you observe, as a citizen, how that Act was carried out /—I think when 
it was first passed it was carried out fairly, but latterly it was not. 

545a. The Magistrates make returns of convictions to you as clerk of the peace ?— 
Yes. 

546a. Are you in a position to state to us at present how many convictions were 
returned ?—It is impossible without going through all the returns. 

547a. We should be glad to have a statement for 1886, 1887 and 1888, showing 
the total number of convictions returned, and how many of those were for offences 
under the Scott Act ?—I will make it up. The number for the last year was much 
greater than before. 

548a. You have been a public man for a great many years ; we would like to have 
your opinion of a prohibitory law prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes. Would you favour such a law ?—I do. 

549a, Do you think such a law could be enforced ?—I don’t think it could. 

550a. It is a matter of principle, pure and simple, that you favour it, then /—Yes. 

551a. What is the difficulty in the way of enforcement !—In the first place, I do 
not think the people would enforce it. It is charged that the officers do not enforce it 
to any extent. 

552a. Why do they not ?—It is looked on as a mean sort of business. 

553a. Is there a different opinion with regard to it from what there is with regard 
to other laws ?—Yes, there is. It is very difficult to get temperance people to give any 
information whatever. They want to throw the burden on other people. Ihave found 
in my experience that they want other people to do the duty they ought to do them- 
selves, and the other people do not wish to do it. 

554a. You were not brought officially into connection with any of these cases ; 
they were not brought into your courts /—No. 

555a. If such a prohibitory law as you favour were enacted, would you permit the 
importation or manufacture of liquor for mechanical, medicinal or Sen pur- 
poses /—I would not, except for medicinal purposes. 

556a. For mechanical or sacramental purposes you would not ?—I think eee could 
get on without them, as a rule. 

557a. In case of the manufacture for medicinal purposes, would you favour that 
being in the hands of the Government itself ?—I have not considered that at all. 

558a. Would you favour such a law being enforced by Dominion, Provincial or 
Municipal officers ?—I think Dominion officials should enforce it. 

559a. In case such a law were passed, would you favour the remuneration of brewers 
and distillers for loss of plant ?—No, I do not think I would. ey manufacture at 
their own risk entirely. 

560a. It is said that if such a law were passed, there would be a loss to the revenue 
of the Dominion of six or seven millions of dollars. How would you propose to make 
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that good ?—That is a matter I have not given any consideration to. It is a very 
serious matter to consider. 

561a. If it became necessary, would you favour direct taxation to make it up ?—I 
do not think it would be fair in some respects to all the community who do not favour 
a prohibitory law at all, and it is a question whether it is fair to burden them with the 
taxes that would come off other people’s shoulders. 

562a. It would be almost impossible to find out who are prohibitionists and tax 
them alone; you could not put a tax on a section?—It certainly would be a difficult 
matter. 

563a. You have not considered how that could be done ?—No, I cannot say that I 
have. 

564a. Have you considered how you would provide for the payment of the salaries 
of the officials to enforce the law ?—No, unless it came out of a fund like the Scott Act 
fund, made up of fines and penalties. 

565a. If the law were really enforced, would there be any fines and penalties? I 
mean if it were really prohibitive !—Oh, well, you cannot enforce it. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


566a. Would it be good policy to place a law on the statute book that could not be 
enforced ?—I certainly would like to see the law. 

567a. Would it be in the public interest to place a law on the statute-book that 
could not be enforced !—It could not possibly. 

568a. What would be the moral effect on the community of putting a law on the 
statute book that could not be enforced ?—A very bad effect. 

569a. What was the effect of putting on the statute book the Scott Act that could 
not be enforced thoroughly ?—I think the effect was bad. 

i 570a. As between the Scott Act and the license system, which would be the pre- 

ferable in the public interest !—The license system, I think. 

571a. Have you considered what amendments should be made to the Scott Act to 
make it workable !—I have not. 

572a. ,Was it really the lack of public sentiment behind it that rendered it unwork- 
able ?—Yes, I think so. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


573a. Still, you think, in the public interest, moral, financial and commercial, a 
prohibitory law is desirable ?—Yes, I think so. I would like to see it. 


\ 


WILLIAM RICHARDSON, of Brockville, County Clerk, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


574a. You reside in Brockville ?—I do. 

575a. You are the County Clerk of the United Counties /—Yes. 

576a. I believe you represented one of the divisions of Leeds in the Legislative 
Assembly of Ontario /—Yes. 

577a. How long have you resided in Brockville ?—Nearly four years. 

578a. Before you were County Clerk, were you a member of the County Council for 
a time ?—I-was. 

579a. And Reeve of one of the townships !— Yes. 

580a. Do you recollect as a County Councillor, requisitions coming in from the 
Board of License Commissioners for funds for the expenses of the Board and the Inspector, 
when the Scott Act was in force !—I do. 

58la. These requisitions were made upon the County Council !—They were made, as 
I remember them, by the Board of License Commissioners, and then passed upon by a 


By ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


certain department of the Government, which made them authoritative, upon us to pay 
them, and the county always did pay them. 

582a. You as a County Councillor recollect that ?—Yes. I might say that I was 
one of a committee appointed by the Council to close up the accounts—to receive state- 
ments from the different Inspectors and also the Police Magistrate, and the papers came 
before me then, as well as when J was a member of the Council. 

583a. Have you any documents to show how much was paid in fines to the county ? 
—TI have the Canadian Temperance Magistrate’s book which shows every fine that was 
imposed. I have also certain returns. It would take a lot of investigation to show how 
many fines were paid. 

584a. Is there anything to show what was received in fines year by year ?—Our 
Treasurer’s book would show that. J have the returns made for Grenville for the three 
years from 1886 to 1889 the amount spent and the amount received. In the last year 
the Commisstoners made a requisition for more money than they actually required. 

585a. The Dominion Government gave the Scott Act fines to the counties for Scott 
Act purposes /—Yes. 

586a. And the counties received those fines !—Yes. 

587a. Taking the sums of money received from those fines and the sums that the 
License Commissioners and the Inspector required to be furnished for the purposes of the 
Scott Act, was there a surplus in the hand of the County Treasurer ?—TI think so. Mr. 
Mansell can give you exact figures. 

588a. This paper shows that the Grenville Inspector required in the first year, 
1886-87, $633.33 ; in the second year, 1887-88, $494.40 ; and in 1888-89, $2,016 Yes, all 
of which in the last year was not expended. 

589a. Part of that has been paid back to you !—Yes, $500. 

590a. During the time the Scott Act was in force where did you reside ?—In the 
Township of Leeds, at the village of Seeley’s Bay. 

591a. As a citizen of the United Counties, had you an opportunity of observing 
the working of the Act in that section ?—I did. 

592a. How was it enforced !—TI think it was very poorly enforced. It was a great 
failure as it was enforced. 

593a. What was the difficulty /—It was not sustained or backed by public opinion ; 
I think that was the great difficulty. Men broke that law who were considered 
pretty good citizens in other respects. 

594a. Was there any open sale !—Oh, yes, in every village. After there were any 
fines, there might be a little attempt to sell it clandestinely, but it would not be long 
before it was sold quite openly again. 

595a. In your village were any fines tollowed by imprisonment on the second or 
third conviction —I think there were one or two cases. It was felt that if these men 
were fined often, they would be paying a pretty heavy license fee. 

596a. In your village was there a majority in favour of the Act ?—Yes. 

597a,. And a majority in favour of repeal /—Yes. 

598a. How do you account for that !—Many who voted for it in the first vote did so 
because they disliked the idea of voting against the temperance men, although they had 
very little faith in it, but the second time they came out and voted against it. 

599a. Do you favour the total prohibition of the importation, manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors?—I do not know much about it. I am in favour of anything 
that may promote temperance. 


by Mr. Clarke : 


600a. Did the Scott Act tend to promote temperance!—No. Possibly there was 
not so much drunk, but it was drunk under worse circumstances. 


By Judge McDonald: 


60la. You cannot count yourself as an advocate of a prohibitory law ?—I would 
rather see a good stringent license law. 
602a. Why ?—Because I do not think public opinion would back up a prohibitory 
law. 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON. 
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603a. Would you favour a prohibitory law if it could be enforced 1—I think people 
have to be convinced that this drinking habit is wrong. ; 

604a, Have you noticed an increase of temperance sentiment among the people in 
the last few years /—I think there is. 

605a. And less drinking than there used to be ?—I think there is. 

6060. To what do you attribute that?—I suppose people are getting a little more 
sensible. f 

607a. And the religious and moral influences !—Yes, I think they are doing their 
share of the work, and education. 

608. In the case of enactment of a prohibitory law preventing the importation, 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors, would you favour remunerating brewers 
and distillers for the plant and machinery they would lose?—I am not very sure. I 
have not given that matter sufficient consideration. I would be slow to puta tax on the 
people to recoup these men. I believe it would be better to give them a notice. I feel 
that there would be so many expenses in connection with the matter, such as the loss of 
license and so forth, that the people would not be prepared to stand a tax for the loss 
these men might sustain. 

609a. Have you considered any plan by which the revenue that would be lost to 
the Dominion, amounting to some six or seven million dollars, could be made up ?—-No. 
I can only say that there would either have to be an immense lessening of public expen- 
diture or else direct taxation. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


610a. Were you favourable to the adoption of the Canada Temperance Act in these 
counties !—Not very strongly so. The first time the vote took place I did not vote. The 
second time I voted for the repeal of the Act. 

6lla. Asa public man have you observed what effect the liquor traffic, as it is 
carried on, has on the business interests and the social and moral conditions of the com- 
munity at large /—-I think there is nothing very elevating about it. 

612a. Do you think the drink traffic has any effect on the social and moral condi- 
tions of the people, and if so, is the effect good or bad !—I think it has a demoralizing 
effect. I think, however, that the Scott Act was more demoralizing than the present 
license system. 

613a. Why ?—It was a law that was generally discredited. The people trying to 
enforce it enforced it in such a way as to bring discredit upon the Act, as well as upon 
themselves. 

614a. Did they design, in their methods of enforcement, to bring discredit upon the 
Act !’—No, although it is the weakness of the promoters of it. In one portion of this 
county there was an open bargain made that all fines would be abandoned if the liquor 
men would quit selling for a certain time, and a couple of thousand dollars of fines were 
abandoned entirely. 

615a. Did they quit selling ?—I think they did fora time, and then went on selling 
again. It is so said; I was not in that part of the county myself. 

616a. Some have said, that the non-enforcement of the Act was attributable to the 
lack of faithfulness on the part of the officials. What do you think as to that !—I do not 
know. I think that the officials dealt with about every case that came to their know- 
ledge ; I have no reason to think otherwise. There was of course this repetition of the 
first fine, which meant in every instance a heavy license. 

617a. That was not the design of the Act 1—No, I would think not. 

618a. Had the Act been better enforced, do you believe good would have resulted 
from it ?—If the Act had been so enforced as to stop the sale of liquor, I think it would 
have done good. ny 

619«. Do you mean stop it absolutely, or ina considerable degree ali it had stopped 
it to a considerable degree, in the case of people who get liquor to their detriment, it 
would have done good. ' 

620a. Do you think lack of vigilance on the part of officials, sundry appeals and 
the like, caused a condition of things that discouraged the friends of the law /—That 
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might be. KHven with a better enforcement, I think the Act would have been a failure ; 
more harm would have resulted. 

621a. What harm, and how ?—People were constantly violating the law. There 
was not a general regard of the law. ; 

622a. There was a constant violation of the law, by whom?—By people who other- 
wise were considered good citizens. 

623a. The men who had previously held licenses /—Yes, and as far as drinking is 
concerned, by men who were justices in the country, and men who filled positions of 
enforcing the law. It was generally disregarded. 

624a. Was that the fault of the law, or the fault of those men /—I presume it was 
the fault of those men. 

625a. To what do you attribute the habits of those men ? Were they the creation 
and outcome of a license system—which so controlled them that they must gratify the 
habits by violating the law !—That may be. There were many men who felt that it was 
a little infringement upon their personal liberty, their personal rights. Those things 
that they considered their rights may have been the outgrowth of the license system. 

626a. Do you believe in the prohibitions that attach to the present license system, 
that is, as to certain hours, the Lord’s Day, election day, and so on ’—Yes. 

627a. Why do you favour those prohibitions? What is the advantage of them ?— 
They are days on which in many cases large number of people are gathered together, and 
no great interest suffers by men being kept from liquor on those days. 

628a. Is it not an interference with personal liberty !—It may be. 

629a. If an interference with personal liberty is permissable in the public interest 
on one day, why not on other days, if it is in the public interest ?—I am not arguing the 
point. I am giving you my views. 

630a. You stated that it was an interference with personal liberty, and I wanted 
to get at the pith of that. Do you know whether the licensees of Brockville now 
observe the prohibitions of the license law? Do you know whether any of them sell 
after hours ?—I do not know as to that. 

63la. I suppose, not being a drinking man, you do not know ?-—I am not a total 
abstainer, but I have not been in a public house on Sunday in Brockville since I have 
been here. I have not heard of any. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6320. Is the state of things under license better or worse than under the Scott 
Act ?—Better, I think. 

633a. As a matter of fact, your opinion is that the Scott Act, as far as enforcement 
was concerned, was a farce /—Yes, that is my opinion. 

634a. And sale went on continuously all through the county ?—Yes. 

635a, And all sorts of shams and subterfuges were resorted to to get liquor ?—Yes. 

636a. What was the effect on the young people of this town of that state of things ? 
—The effect was demoralizing, I think. 

637a. In the smaller places throughout the county, the villages, was there any 
attempt made steadily to repress the illicit sale ?—There was for a while, at first, some 
attempt made to check it; there was a certain organization ; but-I think the parties 
who where concerned in the matter got a little tired of that. 

638a. And it was practically free sale towards the close of the Scott Act period 1— 
Yes. 

639a. Are there as many places selling liquor in the county now as were selling 
illegally under the Scott Act ?—I do not know. I do not know enough about Brockville 
to say, but out in the villages one or two places would be all there was room for at any 
time. There is one or two in all of them now. 

640. Was there more than one or two selling illegally !—I do not know as to that. 
I think the sale during the Scott Act period was largely confined to the house that had 
formerly been selling, and I think it is largely in the same hands to-day. 

641a. Is it your opinion that the Act came into force because many people, wanting 
to be on the right side and thinking that the Scott Act might go a long way to promote 
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temperance, did not vote against it, did not vote at all, but after trying it for three 
years, came out and voted against it !—_Yes, there is sufficient there to account for the 
change in the vote. 

64 2a. If the Act had been promoting temperance and morality, is it likely that the 
people of this county would have repealed it/—I presume not. I have heard some 
express the opinion that the city of Kingston being so near the western side of our 
county, and the county also extending along the river, these conditions favoured the 
breach of the Act. 

643a. And then you had a distillery here in the county !—Yes, and three breweries, 
T think. 

644a. Do you think the Act could be amended so as to make it workable ?—T think 
it will be pretty hard to stop the people drinking if liquor is within their reach. 

645a. If there is not a strong public sentiment behind the Act it cannot be enforced 2 
—No. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


646a. Do you think a law which prohibited the importation as well as the manu- 
facture and sale, would be more easily enforced 1—I do not think so. 

647a. You said the condition of things under license is far preferable to the condi- 
tion of things under the Scott Act. Would you kindly explain in what respect ?—The 
manner in which that law was enforced made many people breakers of the law, and it 
produced a bad effect. In many cases, too, liquor reached private families that I do not 
think it reaches now at all ; and the example of drinking was seen by the members of 
the family, whereas under the license system it is never seen. 

648a. In one case they only saw the effects, but not the drinking ?—I have known 
men who drank, who did not show the effects very much. . 

649a. Is this the situation : certain men held licenses to sell; the law took those 
licenses away and said they should not sell; they became very disorderly, and were 
fined; and in order to pacify them, licenses were given to them again, and so there 
came about a better state of things—is that it ?—T do not think that design was in it 
at all. 

650a. But that is what has been brought about ?—Yes. The thing was in a very 
bad state under the Scott Act. I presume they are just as bad yet. 

651a. I understood you to say that the places where liquor was sold under the Scott 
Act were the very places where it was sold before the Scott Act !—They are there ; but 
the man who controls his house controls it very much better than where there have been 
breaches of the law, as was very much the case under the Scott Act. 

652a. It was stated many times in the papers that the people who were bound to 
sell were so defiant of the law that they tried to terrify the enforcers of the law by 
fires and other outrages? Was that the case in this county /—I think there was one 
case of some disturbance in the village of Athens. I think there was a case also at 
Gananoque of a man interfering with a constable. But I do not think there was any 
general lawlessness of that kind in the county. 

653a. Were there fires in this county?—I never heard of any. I do not think 
there was anything so marked in this county as to have a very great effect. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


654a. Would the electors of this county likely be terrorized into repealing the 
Scott Act by a few rumsellers ?—Oh, no, I do not think that. 
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G. T. LABATT, of Prescott, brewer, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


655. You reside in Prescott /—Yes. 

656a. How long have you lived there /—Since September, 1869. 

657a, What is your occupation or calling !/—Brewer and maltster. 

658a. Have you made a statement of your output !—I have. The vote on the Scott 
Act took place on the 16th of December, 1884, I think, and the Act came into force on 
the Ist of May, 1886. I have nade up a statement of the increases in the beer pro- 
duced in the years that the Scott Act was in force, and the decreases, beginning with 
the year after the Act was done away with. In the year commencing with May, 1886, 
the increase over the previous year was 16,225 gallons; the increase in 1887 over 1886 
was 26,400 gallons ; in 1888 over 1887, 19,425 gallons; and in 1889 over 1888, 22,075 
gallons. In 1890, there was a decrease from 1889 of 7,700 gallons, and in 1891, a 
decrease from 1890 of 41,250 gallons. In 1892, there was an increase again over 1891, 
of 31,725 gallons. 

659a. After the Scott Act came into force there was an increase in the output of 
the brewery !—Yes. 

660a. Was that output sold locally or through different sections of the country /— 
All over, through different sections of the country. 

66la. This part of Ontario was almost wholly under the Scott Act ?—Yes, and in 
Quebec also. It was pretty general all through Ontario and Quebec at the same time. 

662a. To what do you attribute this increase!—I suppose that the people who 
wanted to drink ale thought they were justified in doing so independently of any Scott 
Act law. 

663a. Why do you think there was such a large increase in the consumption? Why 
would they take more than they had previously done ?—I do not know. We may have 
taken some of the trade away from some western brewers: that is the only way I can 
account for it. 

664a. Do you think it could be accounted for by this, that people who had formerly 
gone to places to get it by the glass would take it into their houses in quantities /—They 
did that to a certain extent. 

665a. Do you think that would account for the whole of it?—No. We shipped it 
to people the same as before the time of the Scott Act. Of course, we had a good deal 
of private trade, but not to the extent you speak of. I think it meant more among the 
liquor dealers themselves. 

666a, And then you think it was partly due to your getting trade that used to go 
to western brewers ?-—Yes, and even Montreal brewers. 

667a. How do you account for that /—I suppose the article would account for that. 

668a. Then the Scott Act has not to do with the increase?—No. It is rather a 
remarkable thing, however, that we should have the increase when we were rather 
alarmed at the Scott Act. ; 

669a. Perhaps it would not be fair to ask you whether, if the Scott Act increased 
your business, you favoured the repeal of it /—Yes, I favoured the repeal. 

670a. Why ?—Because I think that Act demoralized the people. 

671la. In what way !—There is no doubt there was a great deal of perjury and a 
great deal of wholesale drinking, farmers and others who had not large quantities in 
their houses before, taking it home. Besides that, we were continually in terror, I may 
say, of getting into trouble. We did not like to be hauled up in court for violating a 
law which we thought was an arbitrary one. We would rather do our business in a 
clean and decent way. The Government was our partner, as it were, and always had 
the lion’s share. We tried to make the business as respectable as we could. We thought 
it a legitimate business, and we thought we were getting used very badly in this 
matter. 
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By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


672a. Notwithstanding that your business was increasing We would rather do 
business quietly without being brought up into court. It made things very unpleasant. 
Besides, we had great interests at stake. Our whole capital was invested and we could 
not see it sacrificed, and we had to go on. We have tried to act honestly and sincerely, 
and we think we conduct our business as respectably as any other class of men in manu- 
facturing or wholesale industries. 


By Judge McDonald : 


673a. You do pay a yearly license fee ?—Yes. 

674a. Do you look on your license as a matter likely to be revoked, or as a matter 
of course, to be renewed as long as you pay your annual fee /—We pay for two licenses. 

675a. I am speaking of the Federal license ?—Yes, we get that license as long as 
we act all right and observe the law. 

676a. What amount do you pay for the Provincial license?—I think it is $200. 

677a. In the case of the Dominion, the amount you pay is based on the amount of 
business you do ?—It is to a certain extent. The licenses for malt houses are divided 
into classes one, two, three. and four. Ours is classed number two, according to the 
capacity of our stoop tubs. I think we pay $150 for that, $150 for the brewing license 
and $200 on the malt-—the amount of malting we do. 

678a. It has been suggested in some places that the effect of the Scott Act is to 
decrease the use of ale and increase the use of spirits because they are less bulky and 
can be more easily concealed ?—I have heard that said, but I could not say. In a good 
many cases, at distant or out-of-the-way places which it was difficult to reach, they took 
whisky, and let the ale go. A gallon or two of whisky that could be watered down 
take up far less space than a ten gallon keg of ale, and would last a long time, whereas 
a dozen or two of ale would not last very long. 

679a. If a law were passed prohibiting the manufacture of ale, would you have any 
plant or machinery left on your hands that would be useless ?—Nearly everything would 
be useless. I think there would hardly be a brewery that would not be a total loss, except 
perhaps in Toronto, which is growing so fast that they might turn them into other 
manufacturing establishments. But in Prescott our building would be left ten, twenty 
or thirty years without being used at all. 

680a. Have you any illustration between here and Prescott of a building that was 
formerly used for distilling purposes that has become idle?—Yes, the building at Mait- 
land that was used by Halliday. That was sold for almost nothing. Beautiful copper 
tanks were sold as old copper. The machinery was taken out as old iron, and most of 
it was a loss. The building tumbled down and finally went to pieces. 

68la. Can you furnish us with any statement of your output by years up to 1893 ? 
—I have not got it here, but I will send it. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


682a. How do you account for your decreased output after the repeal of the Scott 
Act !—It is pretty hard to say. Pa: 

683a. As soon as the law was repealed did people cease to have a desire to drink 
ale —As I said before, we may have been taking away some of the western trade, par- 
ticularly in the winter months, when it was easier to get it right here. People could 
not get in large stocks as they do now. The way the liquor men and the wholesale 
trade do now is to stock up in the fall, putting their stock in close cellars; a great 
many hotels do that. But in Scott Act times they were frightened to carry any large 
stocks on account of the officers searching, and they sent orders all about. _ 

6840. Those figures do not mean increase in the consumption, but only increase in 
your sales because you had a monopoly ?—I do not know how to account for it. 

685a. Do you mean to say that in 1887 there were 26,400 gallons more used than 
in 1888 ?—More sold. 

686a. And this is subject to the explanation you make that you had probably a 
part of the trade of other dealers ;—Yes. 
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687a. So that this does not mean an increase in consumption so much as an increase 
in your sales ?—If they got it they consumed it. 

688a. Does that mean that they consumed more ?/—Not necessarily more ale. I am 
only giving my own sales. 

689a. ” Speaking of this distillery that has been closed, that of Halliday, what forced 
him out of the business ?—I was not here at the time, but I have heard that he did not 
pay some Government duties, and he fought them, ead they wound him up and ruined 
him, and he had to go off. ; 

690a. Do you think the Government should compensate him ?—TI simply mentioned 
that as an illustration to show that if we went out of business our establishment would 
go to loss. 

69la. He ran against the law and got worsted /—Yes. 

692a. Suppose Parliament passed a law that prohibited this whole business, the 
men continuing the business would be running against the law: do you think they 
should be compensated !—I think so. 

693a. You believe in compensation /—Yes. I think it would be very unjust to 
pass a prohibitory law without compensating the distillers and brewers, for this reason. 
The Government are partners with us. They send a man to each establishment, and he 
keeps certain books, and we hand over to him the Government’s share, and we ta'xe the 
balance. 

6940. Why do the Government place that man there—because the Government are 
partners ?—I think the Government are partners. They have to get their duty, and 
they put a man there to see that they get the right duty, just as I night buy a load of 
hay and want to get it weighed to see that I got “the right weight. I would not want 
to say that I did not trust the man because I was wanting to see that I got a ton of hay. 

695a. Does the fact of a man being placed there indicate that the Government are 
interested in the business you are carrying on, and the man is placed there to see that 
the business is carried on properly ? —I think so. 

696a. And the Government being partners, if they pass a law that drives you out 
of the business, they should compensate you ?—I think so. But whether they are part- 
ners or not, if you start shutting them up, you will then want the tobacco factories 
closed, and after that something else may come up. I think it is interfering with a 
man’s rights. 

697a,. You regard it as a sumptuary law ?—Yes. I think you might as well inter- 
fere with a man’s acting as his drinking. It seems to me that a great deal of attention 
is paid to drinking habits, and other things are forgotten. 


Db. J. McCARTHY, of Prescott, brewer, on being duly sworn, deposed as fol- 


lows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


698a. Where do you reside !—Near Prescott. 

699a. What is your occupation /—Brewer and maltster. 

700a. You have heard the evidence given by Mr. Labatt /—Yes. 

70la. Do you concur with him as to the effect of the Scott Act in regard to 
sales ?—It had a similar effect with us. 

702a. Were you in business at that time ?—Yes. 

703a. Have you any figures ?—I have a memorandum showing the increases in 
our sales during that period. Taking the year 1884 asa basis, 1885 shows a decrease 


a 5 5 a = . ~ ~ 
of 4,037 gallons, 1886 an increase of 47,734 gallons, 1887 an increase of 105,557 gal- 


t=) 
lons, 1888 an increase of 123,817 gallons, and 1889 an increase of 127,894 gallons. 
704a, Are these increases each over the previous year, or each over 1884 ?—Each 
over 1884. 


G. T. Lasart. 
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705a. The Scott Act was voted on in 1884 and came into force on the first of 
May, 1886 ?—_Yes. 

706a. How do you account for that increase ?—I do not know exactly how to 
account for it, except that there were more people selling. Everybody almost: through- 
out the county was selling liquor, and the trade seemed to increase very rapidly. 

707a. Financially, then, the Scott Act was a benefit to you /—No, I do not think 
So. 

708a. Why not?—It was sometimes very hard to collect money under the Scott 
Act. A man was sometimes unable to pay, and he said so. 

709a. Though your output was larger, you ran the risk of people taking advantage 
of you, so that you would prefer doing business under a law that would enable you to 
collect /—Yes, we would prefer to do half the business under a law that would enable 
us to collect. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


710a. Have there been increases since 1889?—I think in 1890 there was a slight 
increase. There have been decreases since. 

71la. Do you understand from that whether people are using less ale or not ?—I 
could not say. 


By Judge McDonald: 


712a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law prohibiting the manufacture 
of ale, would you have much property rendered useless ?—Yes. Our property is located 
in a country place. It would be entirely useless for any other purpose. 

713a. Would you consider in such a case that compensation should be made to you 
for your losses?—I think so, especially as I am taking over the business from my 
brothers since my father’s death. 

714a. Your father who formerly owned the property died recently /—Yes. 

715a. And by the provisions of his will a division of the property was made among 
his children !—Yes. 

716a. And you are taking over the business, and paying your brothers for their 
shares /—Yes, and there are some others being paid. 

717a. And if a prohibitory law were passed and no compensation were made to 
you, you would be out just what you had paid them !/—Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


718a. Even if you had compensation, would you favour a prohibitory law ?—No. I 
do not think a prohibitory law could be enforced. are 

719a. Is your objection to a prohibitory law based on its impracticability or on 
principle ?—On principle, and impracticability as well. 


By Judge McDonald: 


720a. Would you furnish us with a statement of your total output for 1887, 1888, 
1889, 1890, 1891 and 1892 ?—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke ; 


721la. You said that during the Scott Act period liquor was being sold generally 
thoughout the county /—Yes. I know where there were four or five licensed places. It 
was reported that there were twenty or thirty places selling liquor. ' 

722a. Did that condition of things exist all over the county ?—As far as I have 
any knowledge, it did in the different counties. 

723a. The sale went right along ?-—Yes. 
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DAVID MANSELL, of Brockville, County Treasurer, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :—- 


By Judge McDonald : 


724a. Your residence is in Brockville !—Yes. 

725a. What position do you hold ?—County Treasurer. 

726a. How long have you resided in Brockville ?—A little over twelve years. 

727a. And during the whole of that time have you been County Treasurer !—Yes. 

728a. Can you give us a statement of the moneys paid in for Scott Act fines ?—I 
have a statement of the moneys paid out. JI produce my book, which shows the 
moneys received. 

729a. According to this, in 1886, from the first of May to the end of the year, the 
receipts from Scott Act fines were $2,030.85 ; for that year there were no expenses ; in 
1887 the receipts, including the $2,030.85 from the previous year, were $5,054.75, and 
the balance carried forward was $1,677.20; in 1888 the receipts, including the balance, 
were $6,912.97, and the balance carried forward was $3,616.57 ; and in 1889 the re- 
ceipts, including the balance, were $7,289.27 ; and there is still on hand of moneys re- 
ceived for Scott Act purposes $3,591.67 ?—That is right. 

730a. There were requisitions made upon the county, as I understand, by the 
Board of License Commissioners and the Inspector, with the approval of the Ontario 
Government, for such sums of money as they needed for the purpose of carrying out the 
Act?—Yes. That is included in the statement I have put in. 

73la. During that time there was a Police Magistrate appointed for the county /— 
Yes. 

732a. What was his salary ? 
his office. 

733a. That was paid out of the Scott Act fines ?—Yes. 

734a,. And you paid the Government requisitions for the enforcement of the Act? 
—Yes. 

735a. And after having paid all these, you had a balance of $3,501 %—Yes. I also 
paid the local Scott Act committee for the county. 

736a. On what authority did you pay them ?—By order of the County Council. 

737a. How much did you pay them ?—$315.68. That was their bill of expenses to 
which they had been put before the Magistrate was appointed. 

738a. So that whatever sums were asked for for the purposes of the Act were 
granted ?—Oh, yes ; I don’t know of a single refusal. 

739a. As a citizen did you see anything of the working of the Act? How was it 
observed ?---It was not observed very well, I think. That was my observation of it. 

740a. Do you think there was liquor sold for beverage purposes while the Act was 
in operation /—I have not any doubt of it. 

741a. Can you say, except from hearsay, whether there were more places engaged 
in the sale of it than there were under the license law !—I can only say from hearsay. 
I have no personal knowledge of it. 

742a. Are you in favour of a prohibitory law /—I am not. 

743a. Do you think such a law could be enforced ?—I do not think so, because I do 
not think the majority of the people are in favour of it. 

744a. It would not be passed unless there was a majority of the community for it ? 
—I do not think any law could be enforced unless there was a majority, and a very 
large majority, in favour of that law. I am speaking of any law. 

745a. In case of such a law being passed, would you favour compensation being 
made to distillers and brewers for the loss of plant and machinery ?—I think I would. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


$900, which we paid, as well as $100 for the rent of 


746a. Was the law observed better at some times than at other times during those 
years ?—I dare say it was. I was not much connected with the enforcement of it or 
connected with it in any way. 
Davip MANSELL. 
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747a. Did you vote in favour of the adoption of the Act ?—I did. 

748a. To what did you attribute the enforcement of the Act, better at some times 
than at others ?—TI did not say that. I said it might be. 

749a. You did not observe whether it was better enforced at some times than at 
others /—I did not. I could not say. 


By Mr. Clarke ; 


750a. You say you voted for the Act. After having had three years’ experience of 
it, how did you vote !—I voted for its repeal. 

751a, You did not consider that it was a success ?—It is not the thing at all. 

752a. Was it doing any good ?—I think it did harm. 


CHARLES H. FRENCH, of Brockville, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


753a. You reside in Brockville ?—Yes. 

754a. How long have you resided here ?— Forty years. 

755a. You resided here, then, before the Scott Act came into force, during its 
continuance, and since ?— Yes. 

756a. Were you a supporter of the Act ?-—Yes. 

757a. You are favourable to prohibition ?—Oh, yes. 

7584. You favour total prohibition of the manufacture, importation and salé ?—That 
is what I believe in. 

759a. How did you find the Scott Act carried out in this section of the country ? 
—Not very well. 

760a. You, yourself, were interested in its being carried out ?—I was very anxious 
that it should be carried out. 

* 76la. To what do you attribute the dithculties in connection with it !—The indiffer- 
ence of the officers who had the enforcement of the law, and a great deal the indifference 
of the people to assist the officers. I found that was one of the great drawbacks. The 
officers did not appear to take any interest in the enforcement of the law, whose business 
it was to enforce the law. 

762a. Were they reflecting the sentiments of the community generally, do you think ? 
—A portion of it. 

763a. A majority or a minority ?—A minority. 

764a. You think the majority favoured the enforcement of the law !—Yes, they did 
in away. They were anxious that it should be enforced, but were not willing to do as 
much as they ought to do to assist in enforcing it. 

765a. Do you think that under the Scott Act, as it was enforced, the state of things 
was better than under the license law ?—Oh, yes. I could notice a great deal in favour 
of the law, even as it was carried out. 

766. Did you find that there was less drunkenness /— Yes. 

767a. Was there much sale of liquor going on ?—Not much openly. 

768a. Were there more places for the sale of liquor ?—No. 

769a. What places was it sold in?—The places where it had been sold before. 
There did not appear to be any new places. I heard a great deal about such places, but 
never saw any. 

770a. You had enough interest to look about you to see how the law was being ob- 
served ?—Yes ; I had a good opportunity to see, and took every chance to find out. _ 

771a. Did you notice whether there was an increased consumption of liquor in 
families ?—No, I never saw any signs of liquor about houses, and I am about a great 
many houses. I never saw any more signs of liquor then, than since or before. 

772. Did you ever speak to officers, urging them to enforce the law !—Yes. 

773a. What answer did you get!—They would—they were going to. 
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774a. Did it end there /—Yes, pretty much ended that way. 

775a. The Police Magistrate informed us to-day that there was a system here by 
which, when men were fined once and then proceeded against a second time, people 
would come forward and say they had leased the bar, so that they could never get be- 
yond the fines. Did you see anything of that !—I saw several instances where it would 
be handed down from the proprietor to the bar-tender, and from the bar-tender to the 
hostler and several other parties, so that, as I understand it, they might not come under 
the second or third offence. i 

776a. Then, taking the law as you saw its operation, you think it could have been 
more efficiently enforced !—Oh, yes, but it did a great deal of good, even as it was en- 
forced. 

777a. Taking the state of things that’existed under the Act and the state of things 
at present, which do you prefer !—I would prefer the Scott Act. Men will not sell 
liquor with the same freedom under the prohibition law as under license. 

778a, Did you attend court when the trials were on !—Only once or twice. 

779a. It has been stated here that witnesses had very bad memories !—Yes, the 
evidence appeared to be misty. They did not remember very well the dates and things 
of that kind. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


780a. Sometimes, I suppose, the law was better enforced than at other times! 
-—Yes, after there would be one or two hauled up they would be cautious for a time, 
and then they would go back. 

78la. And you think that since the repeal of the law the condition of things in the 
town under license has not improved !—Oh, no. 

782a. Do you know whether there are any unlicensed people selling in Brockville ?— 
I do not know of any, that is, who are in the habit of selling for money. 

783a. Do you know whether the licensed men observe the various prohibitions of 
the license law—that is, whether they sell after hours or on Sundays !—Yes, they sell 
on Sunday. 

784a, You think there is no doubt about that !—Not the slightest. 

785a. Are they ever arraigned for that and convicted !—Not very often. 

786a. They are not interfered with ’—No, they have not been interfered with for 
some time. 

787a. Do you think the drinking habit is increasing in the place ?—No, I cannot 
say it is ; it is about the same. There is not so much violent drunkenness as there 
used to be; but there is more continual drinking—moderate drinking. 

788. Was there as much drunkenness under the Scott Act as there is now ?—No, 

789a. And, notwithstanding that the law was not very well enforced, you think it 
was better than license ?—Yes, much better. 

790a. When the people voted to repeal the Scott Act, do you understand that they 
voted their disbelief in general prohibition /—No. People who had previously voted 
neglected to go to the polls ; there was that amount of indifference. But the liquor 
men went out to a man, that is the great majority of them, and the other people, the 


better portion of the people, did not go out ; they stayed at home and let it go by 
default. 


a 


By Mr. Clarke : 


791la. How do you account for that apathy ?’—One reason, I think, was because 
the Act was not as successful as they thought it would be ; it did not come up to their 
expectations. They did not wait to reason why it did not, but they said it was not any 
use because it had not done everything. 

792a. Would it be reasonable to say that they preferred the license system to the 
Scott Act ?—No, I don’t think so. 

793a. And yet they were so apathetic that they did not vote at all !—No, they did 
not vote. ’ 


CHARLES H. FRENCH. 
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794a. The liquor sellers strongly opposed the Act on every occasion !—Yes, every 
time. 

795a. Who aided the liquor sellers to repeal the Act /—Well, men who are in the 
habit of drinking and laying around bar rooms. 

796a. If its advantages had been apparent to the citizens and to the people of the 
county generally, would they not have been likely to sustain the Act /—Of course they 
should have, but they did not, simply, I think, for the reason I have stated, that it had 
not done all they thought it ought to have done. 

797a. Were there any radical defects in the Act that ought to be mended, do you 
think ’—No, I think that law with a radical enforcement, would be successful, as far as 
that law goes. 

798a. Would the appointment of officials by the Dominion Government or the Pro- 
vincial Government or the municipalities be an improvement on the old method of en- 
forcement ?—I do not imagine that the appointment of the officers by either Govern- 
ment would make very much difference. As far as I can see, it is used too much for po- 
litical purposes. 

_ 799a. One gentleman expressed the opinion to-day that the enforcement of the law 
should be left to the municipalities, as there is not so much party politics in municipal 
matters /—I think it would be better if the officers were appointed by the people in each 
municipality. 

800a. By the Council or by the vote of the people /—By the vote of the people. 

801la. The Police Magistrate this morning testified that he thought the Act was 
better enforced here than in any other town in Ontario !—TI do not know as to any other 
town, but I think it did a great deal of good. 

802a. And yet, notwithstanding the fact that it did a great deal of good, in your 
opinion, it was allowed to go by the Board and be wiped out /—Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


803a. Do you think the defiant course of the liquor sellers here and throughout the 
counties rather terrorized certain timid temperance people—for instance, we have heard 
of fires‘and dynamite and things of that kind. Do you suppose that had any effect !— 
It did not on me. 

804a, Do you suppose it had on some people !—TI did not hear of any cirgumstance 
of that kind here. I heard of a good many people who would not come out as strongly 
as they should for fear of losing the trade of the liquor men ; but as for any harm, I 
never felt that there was any danger at all. 

805a. Was it not the case that there were some buildings burned, perhaps in some 
of these counties, and that the burning was attributed to the liquor men—the buildings 
of people engaged in enforcing the law /—I do not know but that was the case in some 
places. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


806a. Would not conduct of that kind rather incite people to come out and enforce 
it vigorously —With some it would, but a great many people are easily frightened. 
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JOHN M. GILL, of Brockville, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


807a. You reside in Brockville —Yes. 

808a. You are President of the James Smart Manufacturing Company !—Yes. 

809a. You are a large employer of labour !—Yes. 

810a. How many men do you employ ?—I think about 250 hands. 

8lla. Are you favourable to prohibition as a principle ?—Yes. 

812a. And the passage of a prohibitory law ?— Yes. 

813a. You would prohibit the manufacture, importation and sale /—Yes, as a 
beverage. 

814a. Would you allow the manufacture or importation of liquor for mechanical, 
medicinal and sacramental purposes !—Medicinal and mechanical purposes. 

815a. Not for sacramental ?—No. 

816a. We are told that there is a revenue to the Dominion from the liquor traffic 
of six or seven million dollars. Have you, as a business man, considered how this 
revenue would be made up in case of the passage of such a law?—Not sufficiently to 
answer that question. 

817a. Suppose such a law were passed, do you think it could be successfully enforced ? 
—It could be enforced ; but under existing conditions I would be fearful as to its being 
perfectly enforced. 

818a. Why ’—Because of the immense influence of the liquor interest. 

819a. Do you think the position of the country, its long frontier, and the facilities 
of bringing liquor in, would interfere with its proper enforcement ?—I do not anticipate 
much difficulty from that. I think that could be prevented. 

820a. Would you have officers specially appointed for the purpose of enforcing the 
law !— Yes. 

82la. By what power would you have them appointed—the Dominion, the Provin- 
cial, or allow each locality to select its own ?—I have not given the matter thought ; but 
it strikes me that the locality should appoint its own. 

822a. How would you provide for the payment of those officers—the same as other 
officers of the community, such as police officers ?— Yes. 

823a, In case of the passage of such a law, would you favour a remuneration to the 
brewers and distillers for the plant and machinery that would be rendered useless !—To 
a certain extent I would. 

824a. You supported the adoption of the Scott Act !—Yes. 

825a. Did you support it at the time the vote was taken on the question of its 
repeal ?—_Yes. 

826a. Did you think its effects were beneficial to the community /—Yes. 

827a. In what way? Do you think there was less liquor sold !—Yes. 

8280. And that it was promotive of temperance !— Yes, I think so. 

829a. How do you account for the repeal of it ?—Owing to the fact that it was not 
as rigorously enforced as some expected, I think the people became somewhat lukewarm. 
There were those who supported it who were not, strictly speaking, teetotallers them- 
selves, but who felt that it would be wise to give it an opportunity ; and as they found 
that there was a certain amount of liquor sold and a number of intoxicated people, they 
concluded that it was not enforced as they thought it should be. I think that was the 
reason. 

830a. Do you think it was enforced to the extent that the community had a right 
to expect /—I think it was not. 

83la. To what do you attribute its non-enforcement ?—To the large influence of the 
traftic. 

832a. Upon whom ?—TI think upon the legislators of our country. 

833a. To what do you attribute the non- enforcement in the community ’—To the 
lack of special officers for that purpose. As far as I could observe, the matter was left 
very largely, at least partially to individual effort, and the specially active temperance 
community appeared to have the responsibility of looking after it in a measure. 

Joun M. GIL. 
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834a. There was a Scott Act Committee at the time the Act was adopted, which 
was superseded by the Board of Commissioners, and the fines were devoted to the en- 
forcement of the law. Do you believe the authorities endeavoured faithfully to enforce 
it /—I have my own opinion, but I hesitate to give it. I would not like to make impu- 
tations. 

835a. We find that there is a large surplus left from the fines which might have 
been used for the enforcement of the law. Do you know whether any attempt was 
made to get more officers to enforce it ?—No, I have no recollection. 

836a. As a supporter of the law did you endeavour to get more officers ?—I have 
no recollection of doing so. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


837a. As an employer of labour, do you believe that the prohibition of the drink 

ee would be an advantage, not only to employees, but to yourself as an employer /— 
es: 

838a, Are you much troubled with the drinking habits of your employees !—More 
or less. Not so much as we have been. i 

839a. I suppose you are careful to employ as much as possible, men who are not 
given to drink !—Yes. 

840a. Do you observe that drinking employees lose more or less of their time through 
drinking !—- Yes. 

841a. And that is not only a loss to themselves, but a disadvantage to the business ? 
— Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


842a, It appears that there were in the treasuries of the town and county some 
thousands of dollars, the proceeds of fines imposed on the violators of the Scott Act. Was 
there any good reason why, if the town and county desired to have the Act more rigidly 
enforced, they did not take advantage of those funds to employ special officers to go on 
and run out this illicit traffiic?—I am not in a position to answer that question. <A 
portion of that fund was the property of the town. 

843a. It was given to the town for the purpose of aiding the town in enforcing the 
law ?—Well, the town was paying certain officers to see that the law was enforced, and 
they may have thought that was sufficient. 

844a. They took the same Scott Act fines to pay the police instead of employing 
special officers. How do you account for the fact that they did not take this money, 
which was practically found money, and employ special police and special Inspectors to 
drive out the traffic. Can you give any explanation of that !—I could not, unless it 
might be that the authorities of the town supposed that there was sufficient diligence 
being exercised. I cannot tell just why they did not do so. 

845a. Was there any feeling or desire on the part of the municipal authorities of 
the town or county to utilize the money to aid them in reducing taxation !—I do not 
know. I would not think so. 

846a. How can you account for the money having been misapplied instead of being 
used to rigidly enforce the Act and strengthen the hands of those who had voted for it 
in the first place in order to give it a fair trial /—It is a matter I never looked into ; 
but it certainly looks a little strange, unless it be that the authorities themselves who 
were handling the money felt that there was a suflicient force in the field to look after 
it, and felt that the law was sufficiently enforced ; for there were those who thought 
the law was fairly enforced. 


By Judge McDonald - 
847a. Did you think so !—No, I did not. 


848. Do you think this was the reason, that there was a desire to run things 
smoothly, without offending anybody too much ?—Well, I have felt that all along, that 
the difficulty has been in all these matters the very great influence of the liquor traffic 
in all matters pertaining to the legislation of the country. . 

849a. Do you think it comes into municipal politics too {—I do. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 


850a. But the people had decided against the liquor traftic by adopting the Scott 
Act, and it was to remain in force three years, and during that time these fines piled 
up. If there had been a desire by the people of Brockville to have the Act rigorously 
enforced, would it not be reasonable to suppose that the temperance people would have 
urged upon the Council to use the money in employing special officers to help the police 
force i in running down the traftic?—To do that effectually—assuming that the town 
authorities were appropriating this money as the temperance people or the majority of 
them wished—it would be necessary that a certain time should elapse after the passage 
of the Act before anything could be done to ascertain its working. A year might very 
easily pass ; a new Council would be in power ; probably that year passes ; in the mean- 
time the feeling would be in the minds of some that the Scott Act was a failure, because 
they had not seen it fully enforced, or that all the good they had hoped for had not been 
accomplished, and it would not be impossible to suppose the Council being returned a 
third year under such circumstances ; and there may have been other matters coming 
up that would prevent any great prominence being given to the temperance question. 
It may be that people more or less felt as I suppose any moral reformer does in time ; 
they may have wearied. It is a difficult matter for a few gentlemen in a town to keep 
their shoulders right up against a wheel and support it continuously ; they may get tired. 
It is a difficult matter for me. I have my own mind as to why the Act has failed, but 
I do not feel justified in stating it, as it would perhaps in a measure be imputing mo- 
tives to others that I dare not do. The Act itself in my judgment unquestionably did 
good. There were men in our employment that kept sober during the Scott Act period 
who had been heavy drinkers, and who have since been drinking because the saloons 
are open and they are unable to pass them. I have in my mind one man who saved con- 
siderable money during the time of the Scott Act and became connected with one of the 
churches through the influence of the minister. Almost immediately on the repeal of 
the Scott Act—the clergyman had left town in the meantime—that man began to drink, 
and I certainly thought he would drink himself into the grave. To-day he is sober, but 
T never know how long he will continue so. To my mind that man’s value alone as a 
citizen of the town 1s worth a great deal more than the liquor dealers would make out 
of the town. In our business we endeavour to give all the encouragement we can to 
those who are total abstainers. In the case of the heads of our departments, almost 
without exception, everyone is a teetotaller and non-smoker. I did not know that was 
the case until the other day, and I was a little surprised to learn it. I regret exceed- 
ingly that I am unable to give such information as I would like to give. 


The Commission adjourned, to meet at Peterborough. 


Joun M. GILu. 
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PETERBOROUGH, October 4, 1893. 
The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traftic met here this day at 10 a.m. 
Present : 
JupGeE McDonacp. Rev. Dr. McLeop. Mr. KE. F. Criarke. 


Jupg—e McDONALD.—The sitting of the Commission for this place is now open. 
Her Majesty’s Commission having been read at Brockville, on Monday, on the opening of 
the inquiry in the Province of Ontario, we will dispense with the reading of it here. The 
Chairman of the Commission, Sir Joseph Hickson, has not yet returned from Europe and 
therefore cannot be with us to-day, and Mr. Gigault, one of the members of the Com- 
mission, is also unable to be with us at Peterborough. The other members of the Com- 
mission are here. I may state also, to prevent any misapprehension, and also perhaps to 
save time, that at the commencement of its work the Commission decided that inasmuch 
as its members were unanimous as to evils of drunkenness, there was no necessity of 
calling testimony for the purpose of proving that drunkenness is an evil. Taking that 
for granted, we desire to obtain evidence as far as possible within the scope of Her 
Majesty’s Commission. The system we have followed in the different places we have 
visited is to call first on the chief magistrate of the city or town, and I will now ask 
His Worship the Mayor of Peterborough, if he is present, to kindly come forward. 

Mr. C. W.SAWERS said :—Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I rise to say that I ap- 
pear here before you as the representative of several of the temperance lodges and of the 
advocates of prohibition in the County of Peterborough, and on their behalf to extend to 
you a most hearty welcome to this county. You are engaged on one of the greatest if 
not the greatest question that has agitated the minds of the people of Canada—one that 
has been before them for many years, and is rapidly becoming one of the live political 
issues of the country. My clients are most anxious to assist you in every way in their 
power, so that your investigation may be of the most far-reaching character. I should 
like to know if I shall have the privilege of calling witnesses and examining and cross- 
examining. . 

Jupce McDONALD.— With regard to the first part of your remarks, Mr. Sawers, 
on behalf of my brother Commissioners and myself, I may say that we heartily respond to 
the cordial welcome you have given us on behalf of the temperance organizations of this 
part of the country, to your beautiful town. I know of no place where the surroundings 
of the courts of justice are more beautiful, and the business and manufacturing interests 
of Peterborough are known throughout Ontario and other parts of the Dominion. With 
regard to the question you have raised, I may say that the line of action the Commission 
has adopted in other parts of the Dominion has been to hear testimony which is put 
forward in the line of the various subjects of inquiry contained in the Commission itself ; 
but the right of examination and cross-examination we have found it necessary to reserve 
to the members of the Commission, always permitting gentlemen representing interests, 
as you do, to submit through the Commission any questions they think proper. 

Rev. Dr. McLEOD.—And to suggest the names of any witnesses they may wish to 
have examined, 

Mr. W. E. FEE stated that, at the request of Mr. Spence, he appeared on behalf of 
the Dominion Alliance for the suppression of the Liquor Traffic. 
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EDGECOMBE PEARCE, of Peterborough, Clerk and Treasurer of the County of 
Peterborough, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


851-2a. Where do you reside /—In Peterborough. 

853a. What is your official position !—Clerk and Treasurer of the County of Peter- 
borough. é 

854a. How long have you resided in Peterborough /—Upwards of thirty years. 

855a. How long have you occupied the official position of Clerk and Treasurer ?-— 
I was appointed Clerk in 1867 and Treasurer in 1870. 

856a. We understand that the Canada Temperance Act, commonly called the Scott 
Act, was in force in this county for three years !—I do not know that it was in force. 
It was adopted by the people. 

857a. Was it subsequently repealed ?—I do not know, but it was just dropped. 

858a. Is it in force now !—No. 

859a. And during the time it was in force, you held the official position you now 
hold t—Yes. 

860. Under the Order in Council of the Dominion Government, all fines imposed 
for violations of the Act were to be paid to the County Treasurer for the purposes of the 
Act 1—Yes. 

86la. Under that Order in Council were all the fines paid to the Treasurer of the 
County of Peterborough !—Yes. 

8620. Have you got a statement showing what was paid to you during each of the 
three years the Act was in force ?—I have not, but I can prepare one. 

863«. How were those fines disposed of /—They went into the general funds of the 
county. 

864a. Were you served with requisitions from time to time upon the part of the 
License Commissioners or the Provincial Treasurer to furnish moneys required by them ? 
—Oh, yes, I placed large sums to the credit of the Commissioners. 

865a. Estimates were furnished to you of the sums needed !—Yes. 

866a. And these were paid out of the general fund !—They were paid without 
reference to the fund. These special moneys were not funded for that special purpose. 

867a. In the county we were in last, the Treasurer kept a Temperance Act fund 
separately from the others ?—We did not do that. 

868a. Had you a County Magistrate appointed ?—I think Dr. Dumble, the town 
Police Magistrate, acted at that time for both county and town. 

869a. Was a special salary paid to him /—Yes, we paid a salary to him as County 
Magistrate. He was appointed under that special provision which could be rescinded 
at any time. . 

870a. During the time that Act was in force you resided in the town of Peter- 
borough /—Yes. 

87la. As a citizen, had you an opportunity of observing how the Act itself worked ? 
—TI cannot say I had much opportunity of that kind, because I hardly ever enter a 
tavern. F 

872a. From your observation as a citizen, do you know whether it decreased or 
increased drunkenness ?—I have heard people say it has increased drunkenness, but I do 
not know myself. 

873a. You are not able to say, then, whether the effects were beneficial to the 
community ’—That is a wide question. 

874a. I mean your opinion, formed upon observation /—As I have informed you, 
my observations, so far as drunkenness was concerned, were very limited, because I was 
not where it was supposed to be. 

875a, You made a remark to the effect that when the vote was taken for repeal 
the Act had run out itself /—That I never paid any attention to, because I understood 
that it was dead virtually before it was repealed. 

876a. How do you mean that it was dead !—It was said that people sold and were 
fined. 
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877a, They sold, of course, contrary to the provisions of \he law ’—That is only 
from hearsay. . 

878a. And the sale was illegal !—I suppose it was. 

879a, Were sales going on generally throughout the town ?—I will give you an 
illustration. I had business with a farmer, whom I understood I would find in a hotel. T 
found him there in the bar-room which was only separated from the public street by 
green swinging doors ; and before I could get his attention I saw him fill up from a 
pump half a dozen glasses, which did not look as if the law was enforced. 

880a. Was the law generally disregarded !—That I could not tell, because I did not 
go around. 

88la. What was the general opinion in Peterborough ?—The opinion of those whom 
I heard express an opinion was that the law was a farce. 

882a. Were there any obstacles in the way of the enforcement of the law? Were 
there appeals taken against convictions which paralysed the hands of those who desired 
to see the law enforced?—I do not know. 

883a. In other places it was represented to us that there had been appeals against 
convictions, and that while those appeals were pending, there was a cessation of prose- 
cutions !—That might be the case ; I do not know. I took very little interest in it, 

_ 884a. You cannot speak from personal knowledge as to whether the sale was 
general throughout the county and this city or not !—Oh, no; itis just from what I 
have heard. I do not know personally. 

885a. Do you know by what vote the repeal was carried {—I did know at the time. 
I could not say now. 

886a. Did you notice any improvement in the town during the time the Scott Act 
was in force, as compared with the time before or since !—No, I cannot say I did. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


887a. You have a license system in force here now !/—Yes. . 

888a. Do you know whether the law is well observed or not ?—I have heard that it 
is fairly observed. 

889a. There are in the license law certain prohibitions, such as sale within certain 
hours, on the Sabbath, and to certain people. Do you know whether the licensees 
observe those provisions of the license law or not /—I never knew of their breaking them. 

890a. But you do not know that they have not broken them !—I think we have 
an officer here, Mr. Cochrane, who tries to see them carried out. 

89la. Would your knowledge of the observation of the prohibitions of the license 
law be equal to or better than your knowledge of the observance of the Scott Act ?—I 
suppose it would be about the same. 

892a. So that you have actually very little knowledge of them !—Very little. 

893a. Have you observed the effects of the drink traffic in a general way during 
your thirty years’ residence in this vicinity /—Yes, in a general way. 

894a. What is the result of your observations of the effects of the drink traffic and 
the drink habit ?—I think there is a great deal less drinking. The town is a far more 
sober town than it was thirty years ago. 

895a. Have you noticed that there is a different feeling towards the drink trade 
from what there was thirty or forty years ago ? Is its status different !—I hardly know 
what you mean. ~ 

896a. I mean is the drink trade regarded with the same favour now that it was 
thirty or forty years ago /—There was always a class of people who regarded liquor 
selling as not a very respectable trade. 

897a. Was that feeling increased in the thirty years /—Well, I do not know. It may 
have; I am not sure. I know there is a feeling in favour of sobriety and not getting 
drunk. 

898a. I suppose that thirty years ago there was a number of people who regarded 
the drink trade as a dangerous trade. Does that feeling exist to-day !—You mean the 
man who deals with it ? I do not understand what you mean by a dangerous trade. 
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899a. I want to know if the attitude of the general public towards the drink trade 
mow as to its danger to the community, as to the evils it may or may not produce, is as 
it was thirty years ago, or whether there is more of that feeling—from your observa- 
tion !—There is more feeling, I suppose, when a thing is more agitated ; it shows that 
people are more alive to it. There is certainly more agitation in public meetings now 
than there was thirty years ago. Ido not think there was any agitation thirty years 
ago, or very little. 

900a. Have you observed at all what the effect of the drink traffic, as it has been 
carried on has upon the social conditions and the moral welfare of the people—whether the 
effect has been good or bad ?—I have never thought about it. There is no doubt that if 
a man gets drunk, it has a bad effect on his morals. The general effect of the traffic, of 
course, is bad to those who use it badly. 

901a, Have you observed what effect the drink traffic has on other branches of 
business !—I am not in business. 

902a. And haye not observed that /—No. 

903a. Have you observed in your connection with the courts whether the drink 
habit has any connection with the crimes that come before the courts?—I have read in 
the newspapers, but I do not enter the courts unless compelled to do so as a witness. 

904a. And have not personally observed anything of that kind !—No. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


905a. Was there any evidence that the Scott Act, during its term here, aided the 
temperance people in promoting temperance in the community /—If you ask me what I 
observed, I cannot say much about it. What I heard was that the Scott Act was not 
enforced—that it was treated in many cases as if there was no Scott Act at all—that 
the traffic went on, and liquor was retailed as much as ever. 

906a. What is the general effect on a community of having a law such as the Scott 
Act on the statute-book and not enforced !—I suppose it has a tendency to bring law 
into contempt. 

907a. That would not have a beneficial effect, then, in promoting temperance !— 
No. 

908a. The general opinion was that the law was not enforced?—I do not say the 
general opinion. I heard a great many opinions. 

909a. Did you ever hear that it was well enforced?—I do not know that I ever 
heard that it was well enforced 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod ; 


910a I understand that any opinions you express are based on hearsay rather than 
on personal knowledge ?— Yes. 


ROBERT GRAHAM, of Lakefield, merchant, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : ' 


91la. What is your residence ?—Lakefield. 

912a. What is your business, calling or occupation ?—General store-keeper. 

913a. We understand that you hold an official position as a License Commissioner, 
under the Ontario License Act /—Yes. 

914a. How long have you held that position !—I think about seven or eight years. 

915a. Did you hold office as a License Commissioner during the time the Scott Act 
was in force !— Yes. 

916a. And before and since?—Yes. A little before that. 

917a. During the currency of the Scott Act the licenses which your Board issued 
were what are called druggists’ licenses !—Yes. 
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918, I suppose they were not always committed to druggists ’—Mostly. . L think 
in our case they were all druggists. a 

919a. During the time the Scott Act was in force, how were the funds: obtained 
that were necessary for the purpose of carrying out the Act?—The funds came along 
through the druggists’ licenses. Ft 

9194a. Had you no other means of income ?—Not that I am aware of, except fines. 

920a. Did you obtain from the County Council, by requisition either from yourselves 
or from the Provincial Treasurer, such amounts as you needed out of the fines fund ?— 
It is so long since that I do not remember. I have been engaged in business, and have 
not taken down these items, as I might have done. I think that was the way, but 
really on my oath I cannot recollect it positively just now. 

92la. Who was your Inspector ?—Mr. Cochrane. 

922a. He received a salary /—Yes. 

923a. Had you any assistant for him ?—No. 

924a, Was your Board charged with looking after the enforcement of the law t— 
Certainly. The Inspector was under our direction to see that the Act was enforced. 

925a. Was he directed by you to see that the Act was enforced ?—Yes. 

926a. Is he an efficient officer ?—I consider him a very efficient officer. 

927a. You believe he did his duty ?—I believe he did his duty. 

928a. Is Lakefield an incorporated village !— Yes. 

929a. What is the population ?—I think in the neighbourhood of 1,400. 

930a. Have you any licensed houses there /— Yes, we have four. 

93la. Had you any before the Scott Act was in force ?—Yes. 

932a. The same number, or more or less?—I would not say but it was three 
perhaps. 

933a. During the currency of the Act had you reason to believe that any sale took 
place in Lakefield ?—I think a little was sold, but very little. 

934a. How many places would you suppose were engaged in it then?—I do not 
know ; it would be very hard for me to say. J never saw any sold in any one place, but 
of course hints were given that there might be. There was one, it was said, did not 
sell any. 

9350, I suppose persons engaged in the sale would be hardly likely to invite your 
attention to it?—I do not know that they would. But I believe that on the whole the 
Act was well enforced in Lakefield. 

936a. How about the county at large ?—I believe in the county at large too, even 
in Peterborough, where there were a number of places. I believe on the whole the Act 
was well enforced while it was in force. 

937a. Your Inspector and your Board honestly made an effort to makethe law a 
success !—Oh, yes, there is no doubt about that. ; 

938a. And you think you succeeded ?—I think so. 

939a. I find that on the 26th of September, 1885, there were polled in favour of the 
Act 1, 915 votes, and against it 1,597, making a majority of 318 in its favour ; and that on 
the 4th of April, 1889, the question of its repeal was voted on, when there were polled 
in favour of the Act 1,564 votes, and in favour of repeal 1,926, or a majority 
of 362 in favour of repeal. How do you account for the change in opinion ?— 
Well, I suppose it came about in this way: At the time the Scott Act was in force a 
great many were lax and did not take that interest in it that perhaps they should have 
done ; that is, the opponents of the Act thought it might be well to have it tried 3 it 
might perhaps be a good thing ; and at the time of the repeal the Antis did their best, 
raised everything they possibly could to repeal the Act. I believe that accounts for it. 

940a. Do you think there was a laxity on the part of those who had previously 
favoured it !—I think so. ; 

941a. What created that laxity ?—I suppose that there were places that had no 
right to sell liquor where liquor could be got, and I believe that made a great many 
careless. They found places cropping up where a small keg of ale, perhaps, could be 
got. 
~ ..942a. Do you think the Act had not produced the results they had expected it 
would when they voted for it originally 1—I suppose that was about the conclusion 
they came to. 
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943a. As a citizen, apart from your official position, do you believe the Act was 
beneficial throughout the county ?—I think it was. I think we are feeling its good 
effects to-day. 

944a. Have you observed, during your residence in the county, whether there has 
been a growth of temperance sentiment in the community !— Decidedly. 

945a. It has been a steady growth ?—A steady growth. 

9460. Is it growing to-day !—Yes. There is a great temnperance growth, I find, in 
our community. 

947a. Have you temperance societies at work /—We have temperance societies, but 
I do assure you that the temperance societies do not get the support of the men who 
should give them their support, I do not wish to say a single word that would injurea 
minister ; but I have found in my experience that ministers will give good temperance 
sermons occasionally, but if you want them to help in any organization they show the 
cold shoulder. They are not there perhaps to help the temperance sentiment as much as 
they might. 

948a. How about the societies !—We live in an age of societies, and it is hard for 
the best men to attend every society. You would think at the present time that there 
is a meeting of some kind every night in the week, and it is hard to get societies kept up. 

949a. Do you not think that the influence of the different religious communions 
and the temperance societies during these past years has had a good deal to do in 
shaping public opinion ?—I think it has. 

950a. You find a generation of children growing up now in very different circum-_ 
stances from what formerly existed ?—I think so. 

95la. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law preventing manufacture, 
importation and sale, would you deem it right that brewers and distillers should be 
remunerated for their plant and machinery that would be rendered useless /—That is a 
difficult question. I don’t think it would be well for me to give you an answer to that 
question. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


952a. Just what were your duties as Commissioner under the Scott Act /—Our 
duties were to receive applications for licenses, to give licenses to those whom we con- 
sidered worthy, to receive the fees, and to look after the business generally in the county. 

953a. That was under the Scott Act !—Yes. 

954a. That is, the vending for medicinal and other legit purposes ?—-Certainly. 

955a. Under the License ‘Law your duties are the same /—Much the same, only we 
have a great many more licenses to grant now. 

956a. Is there any limit of the number of licenses to be granted !—Certainly. 

957a. Is it limited by population?—Yes. In a village or town four licenses may 
be granted for the first thousand, and then after that one more may be granted for every 
four hundred. 

958. And then you have a local option feature by which a community may deter- 
mine not to have any licenses at all /—Certainly. 

959a. An applicant for a license must have a petition signed by a certain number 
of ratepayers in his district !—Yes, that is for a new license. 

960a. Not for an old one ?—No. : 

96la. For instance, if a man who now holds a license makes application to you for 
a continuance of that license, for another year, he does not require the petition /—No. 

962a. May there be a petition against him /—Yes, certainly there may be. 

963a. Suppose a man comes to you making an application for a license, who is not 
now a holder, and brings the necessary number of petitioners, is anything left to the 
Commissioners /—Yes, it is left to the Board to say whether he shall have a license or 
not, even after he has all the accommodation and the proper number of signatures. 

964a. And it is the duty of the Inspector to keep an eye on all these licensees ? 
—Yes. 

965a. And report as to violations of the law !—Yés ; and he is the prosecutor. 

966. Has it come to your knowledge as Commissioner that there is any consider- 
able violation of the provisions of the license law /—No, not particularly. There is one 
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who has not perhaps been acting up to the Act as well as we would like. Still, on the 
whole, the houses are well kept. 

967a. There are some violations, however !—Certainly there are. The Sabbath law 
is violated sometimes. 

968a. After men repeatedly violate the Sabbath provisions, are their licenses con- 
tinued!—No. We do not want to encourage them by giving license after license to a 
man who is in the habit of violating the law. 

969a. Is it done?—It has been done, but not often. 

970a. Why is it done ?—Sometimes owing to the circumstances of the man. He is 
perhaps a poor man, and has perhaps had a considerable amount of money, and he has 
his all invested in this business, and some pity will creepin. Then, sometimes a large 
petition of friends, perhaps both for and against in politics, will be brought, and it is a 
hard matter to get over these things. 

971a. Are we to understand there is some politics in the matter ?—Oh, no. As far 
as the Commissioners are concerned there is no politics. 

972a. But political influences are brought to bear to continue a license to a man, 
even after he has violated the law?—No. Perhaps you are just catching a little further 
than I mean. Of course every man in this country votes, and he votes for either one 
party or another. Well, a man will say: “I have got into a scrape, and I must get all 
my friends to help me” ; and it may be the one party or the other party, but when a 
man comes along with the signatures of both parties, and one as readily as the other, it 
is a hard matter to refuse. But we have had very little of that to contend with. One 
case I have in my mind, that is the only one. 

973a. Are we to understand, then, that there has come before you officially only 
one case of the violation of the prohibitions of the license law ?—One case where a peti- 
tion of this kind has come before us. 

974a. But there are frequent violations !—Of course there are, but not very many. 

975a. And fines are imposed !-—Certainly. 

976a. Do you suppose the violators are all known and prosecuted, or to any con- 
siderable extent ?—I think they are, on the whole: that is my opinion. 

977a. Have you reason to believe, from the knowledge that comes to you as an 
. official, and otherwise, that there is a somewhat general disregard of the prohibitions of 
the license law, such as the sale after hours or on Sunday, the sale to minors, Indians, 
drunken men and the like ?—I think not. 

978a. You think, then, that the licensed men do observe the prohibitions of the 
license law ?—I think so, on the whole. 

979a. Do you know, then, whether men who are holding licenses are the men who, 
during the time the Scott Act was in force, violated that Act?—I do not think there 
are many who have licenses now that violated the law while the Scott Act was in 
force. 

980a. What has become of them !—They have gone out of the business, the great 
majority of them. ; 

98la. There are four licensed places in Lakefield, with 1,400 people ; you live and 
do business there ;.have you observed the effects of the licensed trade on the business 
interests of that small community? Are they good or bad?—I do not think, speaking 
as a citizen, that there is anything really wrong in the License Act. The temperance 
sentiment in Lakefield is sound and good, and the hotel men, I think, are really the 
sufferers. I do not think they are making any money. 

982a. Does the fact that they are selling by license contribute to the business 
success of the town ?—No, I do not think it does. 

983a. Does it interfere with the business prosperity of the town 4—No, I do not 
think it does. : f 

984a. Does it affect the social conditions of the town?—Where there is exvessive 
drinking, it will always affect the social conditions of the community. 

985a. Where there is a licensed trade, have you found that there is excessive 
drinking !—I have always considered that the more hotels the more drinking. 

986a. Have you considered what effect these licensed hotels have on the moral con- 
dition of the community ?—I think that to-day we are in a much healthier state than 
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we have been. I do not think there is so much drinking, and as far as morals are con- 
verned, we are better than we have been. 

987a. Better under license than you would be without it /—No, I do not think so. 

988a. You say there has been a great improvement in the habits of the people, 
attributable to religious and moral influences. Do you think the licensed liquor trade 
is a helper of religious and moral organizations in producing this improvement }~-I would 
not like to say that. As I said, I really think we are better to-day, after the influence 
of the three years that the Scott Act was in force. 

989a. You really think you are feeling the effects of that now?—Yes, I really 
think we are better. 

990a. You think the delegalization of the trade for three years had and is still 
having a good effect !—I think it is. 

991a. As a business man doing a general business, do you observe that the drink- 
ing habits of certain people, they may be few or many, affect them as to their purchasing 
power ?—I do not think there are many in Lakefield that drink to the ,extent that it 
would affect them. 

992a. Such as do drink does it affect their purchasing power !—Undoubtely it will. 

993a. Does it affect their promptness in paying and injure their credit /—Certainly 
it will. . 

994a. Then the drink traffic and the drink habit, in so far as it has those effects, is. 
not good !—No, it is not. 

995a. Do you understand that the people of this county, in repealing the Scott Act, 
were expressing their feelings against general prohibition !—No. There were a great 
many who voted against the Scott Act who said, ‘“‘I will vote against the Scott Act, 
but give me prohibition pure and simple, and we will all go for it.” 

996a. Have you given the question of national prohibiton any consideration, as to- 
what effects it would have on the business of the country at large ?--That is a little 
deeper than I would like to go. It would affect things very materially, perhaps in a 
way that we do not think of at the present time. But, away from money concerns 
altogether, | believe that if we had prohibition pure and simple to-day, it would be 
better for our country. 

997a. You think national prohibition is a desirable thing ?—I believe it would be. 

998a. Do you believe that would improve the social conditions and morals of the 
people !— Yes, that is my experience. 

999a. You do not care to state what its effects would be on business generally * 
—No, I do not. There is a great amount of revenue coming from the liquor trafic 
that the country seems to need, and there is a point I do not care to touch upon. 

1000a. Still you think, notwithstanding the difficulties that might attend that 
phase of the question, that it is desirable !—I. think it is. 


by Mr. Clarke : 


1001la. What do you mean by national prohibition !—Prohibition throughout the 
whole country. 

1002a. The manufacture /—Well, I suppose there would have to be a little made 
for medicine. 

10038a. Apart from what would be required for mechanical, medicinal and sacra- 
mental purposes /— Yes. 

1004a. Importation too !—I mean that if we all cease from drinking, we will not 
need to import any. 

1005a. You understand by prohibition the abolition of the manufacture, importation 
and sale ?—Well, you are putting words that I do not mean. That is going a little 
farther than I care for. i 

1006a. Would you prohibit the importation, manufacture and sale except for 
mechanical, medicinal and sacramental purposes !—That part of the question I have not 
studied sufficiently to speak intelligently on. 

1007a. What do you mean by prohibition?—I mean prohibiting ourselves from 
drinking. ; 
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1008a. There would be no occasion to enact a prohibitory law if all the people of 
Canada determined that they would not drink any more, and stuck to their determi- 
nation !—That is it. 

1009a. Butthereare different meanings giventoprohibition. Do you mean prohibition 
as it exists in Maine, where the importation of liquor for individual use is not prohibited ?— 
T am not just so strong on that as you would say. I believe that if we had a prohi- 
bitory law at the present time such as we have had, it would be better for the country. 

1010a, What do you mean by a prohibitory law such as we have had ?—The Scott 
Act was prohibitory. 

101lla. Was it ?—Yes, and I believe if we had prohibition, it would have a good 
deal the effect that the Scott Act had. 4 

1012a. Is there any desire on the part of a reasonable number of the people of this 
town or county to have the Scott Act re-enacted!—No. Of course, prohibition is what 
is talked of now. There does not seem to be any desire to bring in the Scott Act again. 

1013a. Notwithstanding its general effects /—No. 

1014a. If the Scott Act were brought into general operation throughout the Pro- 
vince, would it not have the same effect as a prohibitory law for the Province !—Possibly 
it might. 

1015. And I understand you to say that you believe the Scott Act was well 
enforced !—Yes, I believe that in the County of Peterborough it was as well enforced as 
it was in any county. 

1016a. And in the town of Peterborough itself /—Yes, and even there they could 
get a little. 

1017a. In the town was there an improvement, a decrease of drinking ?—Oh, yes, 


- decidedly. 
By Judge McDonald : 


1018a@. Of course, in speaking of prohibition, we mean the passing of a law by 
authority of Parliament preventing the importation, manufacture and sale !—I believe, 
apart from the money question, that that would be best for the country. 

10184a. We are informed that the Dominion receives at present a revenue of be- 
tween six and seven million dollars from the trade. How do you purpose to provide 
for that revenue !—That is the part I have not studied up. 

1019a. Have you considered, in case such a law were passed, what authority 
should appoint the officers to enforce it—the Dominion, Provincial or municipal !—No, 
I have not. 

1020a. So that you have not looked into these details /—No, I have not. 

1021a. It is as a question of principle that you think a prohibitory law, if passed 
for the whole country and successfully carried out, would be beneficial !—I believe it 
would. 

1022a. Can you tell me what the present population of the town of Peterborough 
is /—Somewhere about 10,000. 

1023a. How many licenses would that entitle this town to have?—About twenty- 
three. 

1024a. How many licenses are there in Peterborough !—About twenty-two hotel 
licenses and six shop licenses. 

1025a. Are all these hotels required to have accommodation for travellers !—AlIl 
except one. } are 7 

1026. That one is just a place for the sale of liquor for drinking purposes 1—No, 
it is more for the accommodation of travellers on the Canadian Pacific Railway. 

1027a. Where is it situated ?—Near the Canadian Pacific Railway station. 

1028a. Not in the station itself ?—No. | 

1029a. Is the man confined to sale for travellers!—No. He has to pay an extra 
amount for this license. I think he pays $370, while the tavern license is $270, I 


think. 
1030a. And the shop license ?—I would not just be sure, but I think about the 


Same, 
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103la. This man has the privilege of keeping what is commonly called a saloon !— 
A saloon. 

1032a. From your experience do you think it is in the interest of the community 
to have a saloon pure and simple in its midst ?—No, I do not think so. 

1033a. As a Board of Commissioners have you power to prevent the granting of 
that license ?— Yes. 

1034a. Do the other members of the Board concur in your opinion as to the sa- 
loon not being beneficial !—Yes, I think they would with regard to this saloon. 

1035a. It is likely to be cancelled, then, if you continue in office /—He has pro- 
mised to have the other hotel accommodation, and that is the reason he is continued. 

1036a. Then, you are continuing his license as an act of grace /—Yes. 

1037a. Have you ever considered the question, if you had to have the saloon or 
the hotel alone, which in the interest of the community it would be better to have? 
—_The hotel, decidedly. 

1038. You think the saloon is the more injurious /—Yes. 

1039a. In some sections some people seem to think the other way ?—Well, ina 
country like ours, so many people come in from the country that they want the hotel 
accommodation for themselves and their teams. 

1040a. Some put forward this view, that young men and others who go to a hotel 
for business purposes, while there are exposed to the temptation to drink—men who 
would never go into a saloon. Taking that into account, which do you think is the 
most injurious ?—I think when people go to a saloon it is in a general way to drink ; 
but people go to hotels because they can get their meals and many other accommo- 
dations. 

1041la. Taking it all in all, do you find that you have more applications for licen- 
ses throughout the county than you have power to grant? Do you have to reject some? 
—-We have to reject some. 

1042a. That is, more people apply for licenses in a particular locality than would 
be required for it?—Certainly there are. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


1043a. Was any difficulty experienced during the Scott Act period by farmers and 
travellers in getting the necessary hotel accommodation ?—Sometimes they did complain 
of that—that they did not get accommodation they liked—that hotel men would some- 
times shut up their yards and not let them in; but there was not much of that. 

1044a. Have you had an opportunity of studying the effects of the operation of 
prohibitory laws in any other country than Canada?—No. I have heard a great deal 
said both for and against. 

1045a. You have not made the study for yourself, and do not know what the effect 
of a prohibitory law has been where it has existed for a number of years !—No. 

1046a. On the whole, I understand, you prefer the condition of things that exis- 
ted during the Scott Act period to that which exists now under license /—Well, I am 
sure that the present license law, if we are to have a license law, is as good a license 
law, both for the community and the hotel men, as we could possibly have. But on 
the whole, I believe we would be just about as well without any. 

1047a. But as compared with the condition of things under the Scott Act, which 
ng you consider preferable ?—Well, I believe it was better while we had the Scott 

ct. 

1048. Was there much importation of liquor for domestic use from counties adja- 

cent to Peterborough during the Scott Act period ?—I do not think it. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


1049a. Are there twenty-two bona fide hotels in this town of Peterborough ?—I 
think so. 
1050a. And only one saloon ?—There are two saloons. 
105la. I have had it intimated to me that there are at least three ?—There are not : 
there are two saloons. There would have been only the one, only that the men at the 
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Canadian Pacific Railway hotel had not the accommodation ; that is the reason he got a 
saloon license. 

1052a. How many shops ?—Six. 

1053a. In what quantities are they permitted to sell, and under what conditions ?— 
Nothing less than three half pints. 

1054a. Have you any reason to believe they sell by the glass ?—I do not think so. 

10550, Have any of them ever been charged with selling by the glass ?—No. 

10560. And it has not come to your knowledge officially that they do sell by the 
glass ?—No. I believe the law is very well enforced in regard to the shop licenses. 

1057a. You do not think there is any drinking in those places at all /—No. 

1058a. I suppose the local authorities would know better about that than you ?— 
Certainly. 

1059a. You spoke about petitions that came before you in favour of a man’s license 
being continued, and intimated that there was some political friendship in the matter. 
Do the local members of the Legislature have a voice in the granting of licenses at all ! 
—No, none whatever. 

1060a, The members do not have anything to do with the local Board of Commis- 
sioners either directly or indirectly ?—Neither directly nor indirectly. 


By Judge McDonald : 


1061a. You spoke of there being only two saloons. Have all the others the regular 
accommodations for travellers ?—Yes. 
& 


ROBERT E. WOOD, of Peterborough, Clerk of the Peace, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1062a. You reside in Peterborough ?—Yes. 

1063a. You area barrister-at-law, County Crown Attorney and Clerk of the Peace ! 
—Yes. 

1064a. How long have you resided in Peterborough /—Twenty years. 

1065a. How long have you held your present position ?—Seven and a half years. 

1066a. You were appointed, then, just prior to the coming into operation of the 
Scott Act ?—Yes, just prior to the Scott Act. 

1067a. To you the record of convictions was returned by Magistrates ?—The law 
has been changed as to that. Under the new law the Police Magistrate makes his 
returns direct. I get them from the Justices. 

1068. You are not in a position, then, to tell us the number of convictions during 
the Scott Act period except those made by County Justices ?—No. 

1069a. Have you those made by County Justices ’—I think there were only one or 
two by County Justices. 

1070a. The Police Magistrate for the town had also a commission for the county 4 
—Yes. 

1071a. There was also a County Justice appointed ?—Yes, George Edmison. 

1072a. Did he make returns ?—Yes, to me. 

1073a. Speaking as Crown Attorney, do you find that many of the cases you have 
to deal with arise from drinking habits /—In the Sessions, during the time I have been 
County Attorney, I think there have been only two, perhaps three, that arose from 
drinking. Tn the County Judge’s Criminal Court there have been more. It is very 
hard to find just what cases arise and what do not arise from liquor, _ 

1074a. I suppose it is pretty hard to tell where the result of drinking begins 7—You 
can tell pretty nearly from the facts of the case. 

1075a. Have you any statistics /—I have a memorandum of the cases at the Sessions. 
There appear to have been twenty-nine persons tried at the Sessions since March, 1886. 
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Of these, one, or possibly two, were directly traceable to liquor. The cases included 
nuisance, bigamy, larceny, assault with intent to commit murder, false pretenses and 
housebreaking, assault, keeping house of ill-fame, felonious entry, and so forth. 

1076a. Do you attend the County Judge’s Criminal Court ‘—Yes, by his request. 
There are very few cases tried there, perhaps one or two in a year, sometimes perhaps 
none at all, the prisoners in most cases electing to be tried by the Magistrate. 

1077a. From your experience as a citizen, how do you think the Scott Act was 
enforced here /—I do not think it was enforced at all. There were a great many cases 
tried and a great many fines collected ; but the hotel-keepers had a scheme of transferring 
their business to other parties. 

1078a. By what are called leases of the bar ?— Yes, and all sorts of schemes to evade 
the law. 

1079a. Was the effect of that to keep to first convictions !—First and second ; and 
I have not any hesitation in saying it caused an immense amount of perjury among the 
witnesses, even by respectable people. 

1080a. You have for some six or seven years conducted the criminal business of 
this county, and have been brought into contact with the administration of the law, and 
T suppose also with civil cases /— Yes. 

1081a. Do you find a tendency, in what are called liquor cases on the part of wit- 
nesses, to commit perjury ; greater than exists in other criminal cases and in civil cases 4 
—Oh, yes, there is a greater tendency. 

1082a. How do you account for it ?—I have of course tried to form some idea of 
the cause of it, and I believe it arises from a sort of sympathy on the part of the person 
who has got liquor from a hotel-keeper—a feeling that it would be a mean thing to tell 
on him. Ido not know that I can give any other reason than that. 

1083a. We have heard from the last witness that the persons in the licensed traflic 
in this county carry out the law exceptionally well in the way of observing what are 
ealled the prohibition clauses of it. I suppose there are occasional cases of violation 
before the courts !—Oh, yes, from the town principally. 

1084a. Do you find, in these cases under the license law, perjury committed to the 
same extent that it was in cases under the Scott Act !—Certainly not ; and I find that 
where a man has committed an offence against the license law, he is more likely to 
own up and pay his fine. 

1085a. Can you say whether, at the time the Scott Act was in force, the illicit sale 
was carried on by men who had previously been licensed hotel-keepers, or by others, or 
by both ?—Generally by those who had been licensed, and others who started up some 
httle shop just for the purpose of selling liquor, were more vigorously prosecuted than 
men who had their money in hotels. 

1086a. How do you account for that /—I do not know what the reason was. 

1087a. The last witness told us that his Board of License Commissioners and their 
Inspector had done their utmost to enforce the law. Why should there be a more vigor- 
ous prosecution of the men who started up these shops than others !— Because they were 
brought to the notice of the Commissioners by citizens. 

1088a. Was there a certain amount of sympathy on the part of citizens with the 
men in the trade ?—Yes, there was. They considered that they had their money in it. 

1089a. A greater sympathy with them than with those who started up !—Yes. 

1090a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law preventing the importation, 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes, would you deem it 
right that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for machinery and plant that 
would be rendered useless ?—TI could not offer any opinion on that at all. 


by Mr. Clarke : 


(‘109la. Comparing the present condition of things with that which existed under 
the Scott Act, which in your opinion as a citizen is the preferable ?—The present. 

1092a. Was there a general violation of the law in the town and county !—Yes, I 
think there was. 


Rosert E. Woop. 
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or 


-  1093a. Notwithstanding the efforts of the Inspéctor and the Commissioners !—I 
think the Inspector and the Commissioners did all they could to prevent it, but they 
found that they were met with so much false swearing, men swearing that what they 
had drunk was not whisky or that they did not know whether it was or not, that in 
most cases it was impossible to get a conviction. 

1094a. And there was no difficulty in getting liquor during the time of the Scott 
Act 1—_Not a bit. 

1095a. Do you know what was the amount of the fines ?—No. 

1096a. Or what was done with the money !—No. 

1097a. Did the Scott Act prove an educator to elevate the community to a higher 
plane morally and socially !—That I do not know. In one respect it certainly did not. 

1098a. In any respect did it do good? The gentleman who has just left us says 
the beneficial effects of the Act are still felt in the community. Is that your opinion? 
—I have not met with them. There is one thing I may say about the Scott Act. After 
the first year or year and a half of the Scott Act it was much more difficult to enforce 
it, because the Dominion Parliament passed a little amendment—on one noticed it when 
it went through—taking the fines away ; consequently there was no fund out of which a 
local association could pay its way. If that had not been done the local association 
would have made a greater effort to enforce the Act. 

1099a. Was there not an Order in Council passed, assigning the fines imposed for 
violations of the Act to the municipalities for the purpose of enforcing the law !— Yes, 
there was afterwards. But as the law stood when the Act passed the informer got half 
the fine under the general provision of the criminal law ; and then an Act was passed 
taking that away, so that the local association had no funds except their own. 

1100a. During the last year and a half, what was the condition of affairs ?—Then 
the fines went to the municipality. 

1101a. Did the municipality expend this money in vigorously enforcing the Act ! 
—No. 

- 1102a. What did they do with it ?—They applied it to their own uses, I think the 

greatest part of it. The county had to pay the County Police Magistrate. 

1103a. The fines in most of the counties, we understand, were more than sufficient 
to pay the expenses !—That I do not know. 

1104a. What do you, asa jurist, think is the effect of having on the statute-book an 
Act like the Scott Act—that is flagrantly and constantly violated—a beneficial effect on 
the community or a demoralizing effect!—Apart from the Scott Act, I think it 
depends on the sound principle that legislation cannot be very much in advance of the 
view of the people. Any Act which has against it half the people cannot be enforced 
successfully, and is just the sort of statute which is likely to give rise to a great 
deal of perjury and ill-feeling in the community. 

1105. Was the Scott Act a measure of that kind?—In some localities it would 
he. 

1106a. In this locality !—That I cannot tell. ! 

1107a. There was a majority of 318 for the Act when it was submitted first, and a 
majority of 362 in favour of its repeal three years afterwards ; so that the community 
was apparently pretty evenly divided for and against the Act /—In that event it would 
be very difficult to enforce the Act, and if enforced I doubt very much if it would do 
very much good. It might prevent one evil and give rise to another. i 

1108a. Would it be fair to assume that there must be a very strong public senti- 
ment behind the Act before it can be enforced !—I think that is the fact. 

1109a. And that, without that, it could not be enforced !—Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1110a. Do you object to the prohibition of the traftic if public sentiment warrants 
it ?—I would be in favour of it. Pinas; 

1llla. You spoke about the perjury committed in cases of violation of the Act. Do 
you think the Act is responsible for that perjury !—Well, I cannot answer that question, 
I only know it cropped up in those cases, and does not, to anything like the same extent, 


in other cases. 
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1112«. You scarcely think, then, that the Act causes the perjury /—Well, I sup= 
pose that persons who would be capable of committing perjury would commit it when 
the occasion arose. 

1113. Has it occurred to you that the parties who were called to give evidence in 
such cases, haying been parties to the violation of the law, hesitated therefore to convict 
the other party }—That is about the conclusion I came to. 

1114. And you scarcely make the law responsible for that, but the people them- 
selves ’—Well, if the law has not the sympathy of the people, then I think the law 
is responsible for it. 

1115a. You say the law did not have the sympathy of those people 1—No, but the 
public sympathy—a preponderance of the public sympathy. 

1116a. The law had the preponderance of public support, or else it could not have 
been adopted ?—Public support and public sympathy are two different things. 

1117a. Was there any trouble in Peterborough or this part of the country arising 
from appeals from the convictions of Magistrates to higher courts, causing delays ?— 
There were very few. There was no trouble from that. 

1118a. You think that the law was better enforced at first than later—were there 
more means for enforcement ?—I know the prosecution was not vigorous. Whether it 
had the effect of enforcing the law better, I am not in a position to say ; but I think 
that would be the natural conclusion. 

1119a. Do you think, in view of the difficulties that attended the enforcement of 
the law, three years was a sufticient time to demonstrate the wisdom of it ?—Certainly 
not. 

1120a. In the courts with which you are connected, I think you said that there 
were since 1886 two or three cases that were directly traceable to iquor. What do you 
mean by that?—-That they were cases committed by persons addicted to liquor, where 
the crime would not have been committed but for their being so addicted. 

112la. Were the crimes committed during drunken bouts ?—No. 

1122a. But the persons committing them were habitual drunkards !—Yes. 

1123a. Have you noticed whether a large proportion of the petty crimes, larcenies 
and disorders, can be more or less directly traceable to the drinking habits of the parties 
concerned ?—Yes, a great many cases in the Magistrates Court. 

1124a. But you have no record of them !—-No. 

1125a. From your observation as a prosecuting attorney, are you able to say 
whether the drink habit has to do with a considerable proportion of the offences, greater 
or less, that come before the courts ?—Oh, yes, it has. I thought it rather peculiar, 
when I looked up the records, to find that such a small percentage of the crimes in my 
own court were traceable to liquor. 

1126a. You do not know whether the others were traceable to Jiquor in an indirect 
way ?—They could not be traceable to liquor. 

1127a. Do you know whether the parties were addicted to liquor 7—I know they 
were not. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


1128a. Are these the most serious class of cases ?-—Yes. The most serious cases 
come to the Sessions. One of these was assault with intent to commit murder. Others 
were housebreaking, bigamy, housebreaking and larceny. In one of these the man was 
sent to the penitentiary for seven years. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


1129a. I understood you to say that, with the exception of a very few who started 
up in a small way, the people who sold in violation of the Canada Temperance Act 
were the people who held licenses prior to that !—Yes. 
1130a. Are they in the main people who hold licenses now ?—There have been a 
good many changes since, but probably half are the same men. 
Roserr E, Woop. 
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113la. So that the people now entrusted with the sale of liquor are the people who 
violated the law during the period of the Scott Act !—TI should say about half the hotel- 
keepers in Peterborough are the same persons. 

1132a. You think there are twenty-two genuine hotels in the town of Peterborough ? 
—TI have not counted them. z, 

1133a. Have you considered the question of national prohibition at all 1—_No, I 
have not. My own idea was that temperance sentiment was making good progress. In 
this country the temperance sentiment is advancing constantly. But as to prohibition, 
I have not thought much about it. 


By Mr, Clarke: 
1134a. Would you favour the re-enactment of the Scott Act /—No. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


1135a. Does your objection to the Scott Act lie against national prohibition in the 
saine way !—No. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
1136a. Would you favour the enactment of a general prohibitory law until the com- 


munity generally had a preponderating, overwhelming majority in favour of it?—Unless 
the public sentiment was very largely in favour of it I would not advocate it. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1137a. We understand that your objection to the Scott Act was because of the lack 
of proper means to enforce it /—That was one objection. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
1138a. Was that the principal objection /—It was a principal objection. The other 


strong objection T had to it was that it was not backed up by the sympathy of the people 
sufficiently. 


By Judge McDonald : 


1139a. Had you reason to believe that many people who had an honest desire to 
promote temperance voted for it and took no effort afterwards !— Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1140a. Is that the same position as to other laws !—As to other laws, they are not 
in the same position. They have not any voice in bringing them into existence ; they 
are left to be enforced by the officials, and if the officials do not enforce them, then they 


come on the back of the officials. 

1141a. Do you believe the officials in Peterborough did their very best to enforce 
the Scott Act ?—I am satisfied that the officials in both East and West Peterborough 
worked very hard to enforce it, the Inspectors in both ridings particularly, and if they 
were not able to enforce it, it was not their fault. 


62 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


GEORGE I. ROSZEL, of Peterborough, Chief Constable, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1142a. You reside in Peterborough ?— Yes. 

1143a. You are Chief Constable 1—Yes. 

1144a. How long have you resided in Peterborough !—Since May, 1888. 

1145a. How long have you been Chief Constable ?—Since that time. I came here 
to be Chief Constable. 

1146a. Was the Scott Act in force when you came here !—It was. 

1147a. How long did it remain in force after you came ?—One year. 

1148a. How did you find it observed ?—I did not find it observed at all. 

1149a. Was there open sale of liquor in the community !— Yes. 

1150a@ In many places ?—Yes, a good many. 

1151a. Were there many prosecutions !—Yes, a good many. 

1152a. Did that matter come under your jurisdiction, or was it managed by the 
Government Inspector !—I did the largest part of the prosecutions in town after I came 
here. 

1153a. Just simply from your being Chief Constable, or were you instructed by any 
official board to take charge of that work ?—There was a sort of understanding when I 
came here that the hotels were to pay about so much a year in the way of fines. 

1154a. Will you tell us what that sum was?—About $400 a year, I think. 

1155a. Were these to be inflicted at regular intervals, or at odd times ?— Well, ney 
expected that much. 

1156a. Were the fines to be inflicted at intervals during the year or specific Rete 
when the parties were brought up and fined !—At intervals. 

1157a. No specific dates No. 

1158a. Provided that system were carried out, were these men to be let alone other- 
wise than that /—They were let alone. 

1159a, Did you carry out that understanding so far as you were concerned !—Yes. 

1160a. Then at the end of a year the law was repealed !—-Yes, on the first of May, 
1889. 

116la. And the license system came into force !—Yes, 

1162a. Comparing the state of things as you found it during the year the Scott Act 
was in force with the state of things since, which do you think is preferable !—I think 
it is preferable the way it is to what it was under the Scott Act. 

1163a. Were the people who were brought up and made to pay fines, in the way 
you speak of when the Scott Act was in force, the same people who now hold licenses ?— 
There is a good many of them. 

1164a. Were there many selling who had never kept a hotel ?—Yes, there were a 
good many of what are called “dives” started up. We rooted them out as fast as possible. 

1165a. This system of license that you speak of was intended to apply to men who 
had previously kept licensed hotels ?—Yes. 

1166a. But the places called “dives ” were prosecuted thoroughly ?— Yes. 

1167a. Did you close these up !—They were closed up. 

1168a. Would others spring up ?—They would keep springing up, but they would 
not last very long. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
1169a. Do they spring up now ?—I do not know of any. 
By Judge McDonald : 


1170a, We are told that you have in Peterborough, at the present time, twenty- 
two hotels, besides some shops?—I counted them last night : there are twenty-four 
places where liquors are sold, besides the shops. 
1171la. How many of these are hotels that have the accommodation for travellers ? 
—Mr. Graham says they are all hotel licenses but two. I don’t know anything to the 
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contrary, but I understand that there are five or six that have not the proper accommo- 
dation. I am not just posted as to what the law requires for accommodation, but I 
understand that they have not got it. 

1172a. How are the prohibitions of the license law observed, as to not selling on 
Sunday, to minors, to drunkards, or to Indians ?—I know Indians get drink sometimes: 
I don’t know how they get it. 

1173a. It has been said that Indians sometimes send white men to get liquor for 
them ?—I don’t know how that is. 

1174a. Have you ever had Indians prosecuted for getting drunk ?—Yes, we have. 

1175a. Have you been able to trace and find where they got the liquor ?—No, they 
won’t tell. F ; 

1176a. How is the Sunday law observed here ?—I guess they nibble a little at it. 

1177a. Are there any prosecutions for selling on Sunday ?—Yes, there are some. 

1178a. Selling to minors!—There were two parties charged with selling to 
minors, but they were not convicted. 

1179a, Have any persons convicted during your term of office for selling on Sunday 
had their licenses continued the following year ?—Yes. ‘ 

1180a, In the prosecutions you had here under the Scott Act, had you reason te 
believe there was any perjury ?—I think there was perjury. We have perjury in the 
liquor cases now. 

118la. Had you experience as a police officer before you came here ?—Yes. 

1182a. Where ?—In St. Catharines. 

1183a. Had you, there, to do with prosecutions under the liquor law ?—No. 

1184a. You had license law there ?—Yes. 

1185a. Taking your experience as a police officer in the Province generally, do you 
find that in liquor cases, whether under a prohibitory law or a license law, there is a 
greater amount of perjury than in other cases !—Oh, I think there is. 

1186a. What is the character of this town for sobriety and good order }—I think 
it is as good as any in Ontario. 


1187a. A law-abiding population ?— Yes. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1188a. You speak about an understanding that the hotels should be fined a certain 
number of times in the year. With whom was that understanding made ?—I could not 
tell you that. I got a hint that they expected so much. 

1189a. From headquarters ?—It was from some of the council. I could not say 
how it came in, but I got it. 

1190a. Did you understand that there was an understanding between the hotel- 
keepers and the council that they should pay that much !—I could not tell ; the under- 
standing I got was that they should pay $400. Where or how the understanding came, 
I could not tell. 

1191a. Do you know any unlicensed places now !—No, I do not think there is any. 

1192a. Have there been any prosecuted at all during these years of license ?—I 
think there has been one or two, but I am not sure about that. 

1193@. Do you know whether the licensees watch the unlicensed people that they 
.do not sell ?—I do not know whether they do or not. 

1194a. You think the licensees themselves violate the Sunday law 1—I think most 
of them do a little. 

1195a. And they are not very frequently prosecuted—once in a while ?—TI do not 
know but they are prosecuted as often as the officers are able to secure convictions. 

1196a. And they generally own up, do they not, and not stand trial !—Sometimes 
they do, and sometimes they do not. ; 

1197a. When they have stood trial have they been convicted !—Sometimes they 
have and sometimes not. ! 

1198a. When they stand trial, do you think there is perjury as well as under the 
Scott Act ?—I think there is. Of course, under the Scott Act there was much prosecution. 
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1199. In cases where a man is charged with theft, and his son or brother or wife 
is on the stand, do you not think they will try to guard and shield him ?—In some 
cases they do. 

1200a. Would it be the same in the liquor cases, that the witnesses stand by their 
friends, even at the expense of truth /—I think it would. 

120la. Have you any reason to believe that the licensed shops here sell liquor for 
drinking on the premises ?/—I have not heard any complaints particularly about that. 

1202a. But from your observation, what would be your belief about it ?—I could 
not say. I have never seen or been able to prove any. 

1203. You would not lke to say that they do or that they do not !—No. I would 
not say they do not. 

1204a. You said that the present condition of things was better than that under 
the Scott Act. Will you kindly tell us in what respects /—Under the Scott Act they 
sold on Saturday nights and Sundays and at all times, and that is about all the difference. 

1205a. And there is some sale on Sundays now ?—Yes, but not as publicly as they 
did during the last year under the Scott Act. 

1206a, Whatever sale there is now is public, is it not /—Not on Saturday nights 
and Sundays. 

1207a. The law gives them the privilege of selling, and they do that quietly ?—I 
think a good many do it. 

1208a. And when they had not the privilege of selling by law at all, they sold all 
the time /—That is about the size of it, during the year I was here. 

1209a. You have rooted out the dives ?—I don’t know of any in town. 

1210a. Were they rooted out during the time of the license law or before !—They 
were rooted out during the last years the Scott Act was in force. 

121la. If you succeeded in rooting out the dives under the Scott Act, how was it 
you did not root out the places that you did not call dive 

1212a. There have been some complaints of Sunday sale. Who makes the com- 
plaints—policemen or citizens /—Sometimes we get complaints from citizens ; sometimes 
there is a row, and we get complaints that way. We get them in different ways. 

1213a. Rows sometimes do occur under the license system ?—Yes. 

1214a. And sometimes citizens complain: do you know what moves them to com- 
plain ?— Different things nove them. Sometimes mothers will complain, and sometimes 
fathers will complain ; sometimes the wife will complain that the husband gets drunk, 
and vice versa. 

1215a. So that it is from the class of citizens who are touched somewhat painfully 
by the drink habit that the complaints come against the violators of the law /—As a 
rule, that is my experience. 

1216a. Do you know whether any license has been revoked during your term of 
ottice here because of violations of the law !—There have been two. 

1217a. Were they for very flagrant violations of the law !—They were for third 
convictions. 

1218a. Have there been any other third convictions !—I think there have been 
only two third convictions. 7 

1219a. It is the rule that if there is a third conviction, the license is revoked ? 
—The statute makes it so. 

1220a. Do those people whose licenses have been revoked continue to sell illicitly ¢ 
—In the one case the brother got the license, and in the other case the son got the 
license, 


1221a. In the same building ?—Yes, the same place. 

1222a. So the place did not stop at all : it changed the name /— Yes. 

1223a. Were these hotels /—Yes. 

1224a. Do you have any difficulty in enforcing the provisions of the license law ? 


Do you have to watch them very carefully to see that they do not violate the law ?—I 
do not consider it is my duty. 
1225a. Isit not the duty of the police to look after the matter !/—As I understand, 
it is the duty of the police force if any complaints are made to them or if they see any 
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violations themselves, to prosecute them, but we do not consider that we should go 
around and look for them. 

1226a. Is it the duty of the Inspector to look after this ?—I understand it is. 

1227. He is the prosecuting officer ?—Yes. 

12284. So that the police force has not any special duty in that matter? You 
have the order of the city generally to attend to /—Yes. 

1229a. Is there much disorder in Peterborough !—It is a very quiet town. 

1230a. Is there much drunkenness here !—There is considerable drinking, but it is 
very quiet. 

123la. Are there many cases before the Police Court ’—Quite a few. 

1232a. Is there much crime of other sorts—petty thefts, quarrels, disorders 1—Not 
very much. 

1233a, Have you a military establishment here—an infantry school or something 
of that sort ?—No, only a local battalion of volunteers. 

by Mr. Clarke : 

1234a. Has there been any increase in drunkenness since the Scott Act was re- 
pealed !—That I could not tell. At the time the Scott Act was in force they did not 
keep a police record properly. You could not tell much about it. 

1235a. Have the arrests for drunkenness increased or decreased since the time of 
the Scott Act !—I think they have decreased a little. I have kept a book since the Ist 
of November, 1889. I think the arrests for drunkenness and disorders have decreased a 
little. 

1236a. Isthe present condition of things an improvement on that which existed 
during your first year here !—Oh, yes. There were more depredations cominitted the 
first year I was here than since. J do not know whether it was the Scott Act or not. 

1237a. We understand that you got a hint when you came here that people who 
had licenses prior to the introduction of the Scott Act were to be fined occasionally in 
sums that would be equivalent to a license fee, and were to be allowed to go on. Is that 
the fact !—The fines were principally all first offences. 

1238a. And practically they were licensed in that way ?/—That was about the size 
of it. 

1239a. The new comers were interlopers and were more vigorously prosecuted ? 
—Yes, the dives. They would start up little places just as drinking holes. 

1240a. But there was a certain amount of sympathy felt for the hotel-keepers that 
were deprived of their licenses !—There seemed to be. That was the way I looked 
at it. 

1241. But there was no sympathy for those keepers of dives /—They were driven 
out as fast as possible. 

1242a. As a police officer, which would you prefer—the Scott Act, or a license law 
with the restrictions and prohibitions that exist in the present law ’—I would prefer 
the license system to the Scott Act in the way it was the first year I was here. 

1243a. Was there open sale here in the town during the last year of the Scott Act? 
—Yes, just as open, I consider, as it was under license. 

1244a. How did the number of places selling then compare with,the number selling 
now ?—There have been some new places built. There is not much difference—about 
the same number and about the same places. 

1245a. So that practically there is no difference, license or no license ?—All the 
hotels that were in existence were selling, and there have been one or two built since. 

1246a. Do you think the adoption of the Scott Act improved the morals ot the 
community and had a beneficial effect on the people generally !—I would not like to 


answer that. ; 
1247a. It was said here that the beneficial effects of the Act are still felt here. 


Have you felt that the fact that the Act was in force three years has helped you any 
since you came 2—T do not know that it has. 


21—5¥*** 
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HENRY CALCOTT, of Ashburnham, brewer, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1248a. Where do you reside /—In Ashburnham, across the river. 

12490. What is your occupation or calling /—Brewer. 

1250a. How long have you resided in this country ?/—Since 1855. 

125la. And how long have you carried on a brewery !—Since 1855. 

1252. You recollect when the Scott Act was in force in this county /—Yes. 

1253a. Did your brewery carry on operations during that time /—Yes. 

1254a. During the time the Scott Act was in force in this county, was there any 
diminution in the amount of your output ?—I have made a statement, taken from the 
Government books, showing the quantity of beer manufactured in each year ending the 
30th April, as follows :—T he year ending 30th April, 1886, that is the year before the 
Scott Act came into force, 102,900 gallons ; the oe ending 30th April, 1887, 113,500 
gallons ; the year ending 30th ‘April, 1888, 144, 375 gallons ; the year ending 30th April, 
1889, 126,670 gallons; the year ending 30th April, 1890, 97, 750 gallons ; the year end- 
ing 30th April, 1891, 67,800 gallons. 

1255a. From this statement there appears to have been a regular increase in your 
manufacture during the years the Scott Act was in force in this county, and a decrease 
in the year after it ceased to be in force, and a decrease the year after that again?—Yes. 

1256a. To what do you attribute the increase during the Scott Act period and the 
diminution since ?—I do not know what to attribute it to, except that they drank more 
beer. ‘ 

1257a. In some sections we are informed more spirits were drunk and less ale, 
because spirits, being less bulky, could be more easily carried about ?!—We did not find 
it so here. 

1258a. Did you support the adoption of the Scott Act ?—No. 

1259a. Did you support the repeal ?—I did. 

1260a. Your business increased under it ?—I thought it would be better for the 
morals of the people to have a license law. 

126la. Why ?—It seemed to me they were not very honest in the prosecutions. 
When there was a case of prosecution, it seemed to me the people just swore as they liked. 

1262a. As a citizen, did you find that the Act was well observed !—No, the Act 
was not well observed. 

1263a. How was it in Ashburnham, where you live ?—It would be about the same 
as in Peterborough. 

12640. At any time while the Act was in force in Ashburnham, was there an open 
sale of liquor !—Yes. 

1265a, Places where you could see it sold ?—Yes. 

12660. Were they prosecuted /—Yes, prosecuted and fined. 

1267a. And still kept selling ?—And still kept selling. 

1268a. Did you find any difficulty during the time the Scott Act was in force in 
collecting from people to whom you sold?!—Yes, I did. That was not a general com- 
plaint, because most of them were honest, but some few would not pay. 

1269a. On the plea that the sale was unlawful!—Unlawful ; and it was not so 
much the hotel-keepers as the private people. 

1270a. Did you sell much to private people during the time of the Scott Act?—I did. 

1271a. In what bulk would they buy ?—Ten gallons. 

1272, Would that be scattered about the district—in this county and other 
counties ?—In this county principally. In other counties too, but not so much as here. 

1273. Has that kind of private sale continued since the Act has been repealed!— 


Yes. 
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1274a. To the same extent ?— Yes. 

1275a. So that the Act did not increase the output of quantities bought by private 
individuals ?—I did not look at that particularly, but I do not think it was. I think it 
was about the same. 

1276a. You have heard the evidence given of places in Peterborough and Ashburn- 
ham where liquor was sold openly during the time the Scott Act was in force. Did you 
supply any of those places ?—Yes. 

12770. Under the law, as it exists, are you required to have certain appliances about 
your brewery in the way of machinery or vats !—Yes. 

1278a. Ifa prohibitory law were passed prohibiting the manufacture of liquor, 
have you any such plant that would become useless to you?—Yes, perfectly useless. 
When the Act first came in, on the first of May, 1886, we stopped brewing altogether. 
Under the Act people could send to Toronto or any other outside place where the Act 
was not in force, and import what they wanted ; and as soon as I found that they could 
do that, I proceeded to work to supply my friends who had been buying. They had 
been accustomed to drink our ale, and wanted it, and I made it and sold it to them. 

1279a. Were you prosecuted under the Scott Act !—I was several times. 

1280a. And had to pay fines ?—Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


128la. Were you ever prosecuted for a third offence !—No. 

1282a. First offences always !—Yes. 

1283. Did they continue those prosecutions during the three years the law was in 
operation 1—Yes. 

1284a. Right along ’—Right along. 

1285a. And you paid considerable moneys in fines /—Yes, I paid a lot of money. 

1286a. Your output for the year ending the 30th April, 1886, was 102,000 gallons. 
Would that be the average output for 1884 and 1885 ?—Just about. 

1287a. And in the year ending the 30th April, 1890, it was 97,750 gallons, and in 
the year ending the 30th April, 1891, 66,800 gallons. Can you tell us why it should 
drop from 102,900 gallons in 1886 to 67,800 gallons in 1891 ?—I do not know unless it 
was that they could get whisky by the gallon, and they bought more whisky. 

1288a. Can you tell us whether your output has increased since 1891 ?—It has. 

1289a. You thought the repeal of the Scott Act was better for the morals of the 
people ?—Yes, I did. 

1290a. You thought it was better for people to drink less: is that it?—I thought 
it was not only better for them to drink less, but I thought that the way things were 
carried on at that time was bad for the community. It was very ridiculous. 

129la. Was it the case that during the Scott Act period people found it more con- 
venient to buy from you than to send abroad, so that you had a monopoly of the trade ? 
—It may have been something of that. If we had had a larger sale to private customers 
than before, I would have thought that ; but my sales were mostly to hotels. 

1292a. Are we to understand that during the Scott Act period the people drank 
twice as much, and that as soon as drinking was made free, they ceased to drink !—I do 
not know as to that. Why it should be, I could hardly tell you. 

1293a. And yet you favoured the repeal, with smaller sales and of course smaller 
profits 1—I do favour the repeal all the time, because I think the morals of the people 
were demoralized under the Scott Act. 

1294a. Were the people demoralized because they drank more !—It was not because 
they drank more, but they drank on the sly. There were people here who used to drink 
that did not drink very much before. In fact, to my knowledge there were lots of 
people like that. 

1295. Then their morals were damaged /—Yes. They used to go in on the prin- 
ciple that when you are refused a thing, you are bound to have it. 

1296a. Was this the state of things, that when the law was in force they drank 
more and their morals were damaged, and since the law was repealed they have drunk 
less and their morals have improved !—It was not the drink that had any effect on 
their morals, looking at it in that way ; but it was the people who went and drank and 
then swore that they did not. 
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1297. Was it because they drank more that they swore that !—I don’t know. 

1298. You say this statement of your output is from the Government books. 
What books are those !—What we keep in the brewery. 

1299a. Have the Government officers there /—A person comes there three or four 
times a week. 

1300a. What does that mean !—It means that we have to pay duty. 

1301a@. Will they not let you take out the product, and then take your record !— 
No, they won’t let us touch it. 

1302a. And this statement is a transcript from the Government books /—Yes. 

1303a. Then the Government, I suppose, is a partner in the business and gets a 
part of the profit /—Yes, and gets a big part of it too. 

1304a. I suppose other parties supply ale to Peterborough dealers as well as your- 
selves ?—Oh, yes, there is a lot of ale brought in here. 

1305a. Has the decrease kept up /—No, it is on the increase now. 

1306a. And it is back to about where it was in 188&6%—Yes, about the same— 
betore the Scott Act came in force. 

1307a. Is your objection to a prohibitory law simply because of the loss that would 
come to you from a prohibitory law ?—No, itis not. J do not think a prohibitory law 
would be a success. I do not think it would be possible to carry it out. 

1308. I wondered whether it was simply because of the loss you would sustain, 
and whether if compensated for that loss your objections would be removed !—I do not 
look on it in that light at all. Of course, our loss would be very heavy. We would be 
obliged to shut up the place, apart from the loss of business. 

1309a. Why did you shut up when the Scott Act came in force: it did not inter- 
fere with your manufacture !—We had to sell outside. I did not know we could sell here. 

1310a. How long was it after you did sell here ?—About a month. 

13lla. Had you any understanding with the officials /—No understanding. 

1312a. When did they begin to prosecute you ?/—I suppose it would be in three or 
four months. 

1313a. Did you sell quietly /—At first we sold quietly. 

1314a. And after a time did you do it openly ?— Very openly. 

1315a. Did you all the time keep a lookout for officers ?—Oh, yes. 

1316a. You knew you were violating the law /— Yes. 

1317a. In regard to this increased output, one brewer told us that they did not lay 
in the usual stocks from outside br ewers, but got it in smaller quantities from the local 
brewers !—I think that would partly account for it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


1318a. There seems to have been a greater sale during the Scott Act period in hotels. 
You say the sales to private famillies did not increase !—Probably I could explain that. 
When liquor came here from outside, it had to come on the cars, and it was more expo- 
sed than what was gotfrom me. The officers watching them could get on to it easier. 

1319a@. Was there an open sale of liquor in Peterborough during Scott Act times ? 
——Oh, yes 

1320a. As well as across the river /—Yes. 

1321a. No difficulty in any person procuring liquor ?—There was some difficulty. 
It was not quite as open as it used tobe. Of course they would know their customers 
pretty well, and some they would furnish and some not, although the Inspector watched 
them pretty closely too. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1322a. Do you remember the old Dunkin Act ?—I do. 

1323a. If the Inspector watched them pretty closely, how was it the Chief of Police 
said they were running openly ?—I think a good deal had to do with the prosecution. 
When they prosecuted, “people would come up Sea say they did not get it. 


> By Mr. Clarke : 


1324a. Was it in force here !—Yes. 
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13254. How did it operate ?— People sold right along. They did not mind it at all. 

13260. Was it less efticient than the Scott Act ?—No, I never heard such a thing, 
and I was surprised to hear the Chief of Police say that. I was around the hotels very 
often, and never heard that. 


GEORGE COCHRANE, of Peterborough, License Inspector, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1327a. Where do you reside ?—In Peterborough. 

1328a. You are Inspector of Licenses for what district /—West Peterborough. 

1329a. Do you follow any other occupation or calling, or do you give up your whole 
time to that !—I have other occupations. I could not afford to give up my whole time. 

1330a. What other business ?—I am high constable and commissioner for peddler’s 
licenses for the county. 

1331a. How long have you been Inspector ?—Since 1886. 

13320. West Peterborough includes the town of Peterborough ?— Yes. 

1333a. How long have you been Inspector ?—Two and a half years. 

1334¢. And, before that, in the county ?—Yes. 

1335a. How long have you resided in the county ?—I was born here. 

1336a. Where did you reside before you came to Peterborough?—Nine miles north, 
at Lakefield. 

13374. Did you hear Mr. Graham’s evidence /—A portion of it only. 

1338a. Was Lakefield a moral and law-abiding place /— Yes. 

1339a. Was the license law well observed ?— Yes. 

13400. How many hotels ?—Four. 

134la. How many before the time of the Scott Act ?—Four. 

1342a. The same four houses/—No. One house that previously had a license has 
not got one. 

1343a. That makes three old houses and one new one !/—Yes. 

1344a. The same individuals ?—No, they are all new men. 

1345-46a. Was there any illicit sale there during the Scott Act period /—I believe 
there was. 

1347a. Were you Inspector during the whole time the Scott Act was in force /—- 
Yes. 

13480. Did you honestly endeavour to carry out the provisions of that law /—I 
honestly endeavoured to carry out the provisions of that law as far as I was paid for it. 
I could not afford to spend my whole time. I only received $400 a year. 

1349a. And you therefore had necessarily to give a portion of your time to other 

_callings ?—Yes. ; 

1350. Did you find it difficult to enforce ?—I did, very. 

1351a. What difficulties stood in your way ?—The principal difficulty I found was 
that people who, I heard from private information, had got liquor, would come into court 
and swear that they had not got it, when I attempted to prosecute. I had as high as 
twenty-two witnesses, and out of the twenty-two, twelve came and swore that it was not 
whisky that they had drunk, but “moxie.” There was a temperance drink called moxie, 
and the men who had got rye whisky would swear they had got moxie. 

1352a Were there any prosecutions for perjury /—No, I think not. 

1353a. Did you find this perjury prevail in different sections throughout the coun- 
ty /—No, mostly in the town. 

13540. Outside of the town how was it?—It was necessary to get a good many 
witnesses. 

1355a. Had you any cases in which it was necessary to charge a second offence ?— 
Yes, a good many. 


/ 
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1356a. Did you secure any convictions !—Yes. 

1357a. Had you any for a third offence !—Yes, I think three. 

1358a. Were there any convictions !—I think two. 

1359a. Had either of these been in the business previous to the time of the Scott 
Act ’—Yes, one. 

1360a. The other was new !—Yes. 

136la. Did you find any who had had licenses who continued to sell after the 
Scott Act was adopted !—Yes. 

1362a. Did any new places spring up !—I do not think that in the town of Peter- 
borough, more than three new places sprang up. 

1363a. How about outside 1—We had two. 

1364. Had you trouble with people carrying liquor about on their persons /—There 
was in the north where big works were going on ; but we broke that up. 

1365a. Did you find that much liquor was brought in by persons from outside to 
use in their own houses !—That I do not know. 

1366a. You were not called on to look into that ?—No, I was not. 

1367a. Had you any difficulty in the way of people transferring their bars by 
means of leases to other persons /—Yes, very often. 

1368a. Was an investigation had to find out whether those leases were genuine !— 
Not that I recollect. 

1369a. The leases were assumed to be correct /— Yes. 

1370a. Did that lead to a system of fines for first offences !—It did in many cases. 
I do not know as it ever got as far as the third tenant, but it has been done frequently 
here. 

1371a, All these causes prevented the Act being thoroughly enforced !—Oh, we met 
with various difficulties. We found that a good many people who had voted for the 
Act, and from whom we had reason to expect assistance, would not assist in any way. 

1372a. Did you find that people who had supported the Act had their sympathies 
aroused, and wanted the people who were prosecuted let off?—Yes; I have seen 
them furious about it, especially if the person was a man who had had a license pre- 
viously. 

1373a. Was there a different sentiment in the community towards those who 
started anew ?—Oh, yes, they were all down on dives, kept by persons who had no 
license before. 

1374a. Do you know anything of the state of things the Chief of Police spoke of, 
in regard to it being understood that if the hotel-keepers paid $400 in fines during the 
year, they would be allowed to sell /—I am very much surprised to hear it. 

1375a. You know nothing about that /—No. 

1376a, Under an Order in Council the fines were given to the municipalities to be 
used in the enforcement of the Act ?—Yes. 

1377a. Did you ever take steps to see that the fines for this county were applied to 
that purpose ?—No. 

1378a. What was done with them ?—The fines were paid over to the municipalities. 

1379a. Did they put them into their general funds ?—So far as I am aware, all they 
did was to pay my salary. 

1380. We understand that the Board of License Commissioners made an estimate, 
approved by the authorities in Toronto, and then sent a requisition to the county autho- 
rities for whatever was needed ?— Yes. 

1381la. You do not know that the county authorities were ever applied to to supple- 
ment that sum ?—TI do not know that they were. 

1382a. Are you yourself in favour of prohibition as a general principle ?—I am. 

1383a. Do you favour a Dominion prohibitory law, prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation and sale ?—I do, but I think it would need a pretty large majority to make 
it workable—a considerable preponderance. 

1384a. To what do you attribute the change in public sentiment that led to the 
repeal of the Scott Act /—It is pretty hard for me to tell just what I do think about it. 
I presume a good many men voted for the repeal of the Scott Act on the ground that it 
was not enforced. 

SEORGE COCHRANE. 
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1385a. You think people expected more from it than they got ?—Yes, I think 
a good many voted for repeal for that reason. 

1386a. Do you think that many abstained from voting who had previously voted 
for it—ceased to take an interest !—I think so. 

1387a. It has been stated that there are some five places in the town of Peterbo- 
rough that have tavern licenses without having the required accommodation !—It is not 
necessary to have accommodation for horses and wagons, in the town of Peterborough. 

1388a. The License Commissioner, Mr. Graham, intimated that there are two 
places that have not proper accommodation ?—He is mistaken ; there is only one. 

1389. All the others have the accommodation the law requires !—The law requires 
four beds and tables for serving meals, and I think there is only one that has not that 
accommodation now. 

1390a. Do you endeavour to see that the provisions of the license law are carried 
out !—Yes. I make a thorough examination every year, in the forepart of the year. Ido 
not make an examination again unless my attention is called to something particular. 

1391a. If persons complain that the license law is not observed, are you ready to 
act on the information they supply /—Always have been. 

1392a. You go and make an investigation ?— Yes ; never refuse. 

1393a. Taking the state of things as it was under the Scott Act and the state of 
things as it is under the license law, which in your judgment is preferable ?’—I should 
rather be under the license law. 

1394a. Do you find your people carry out the license law !—Yes. 

1395a. How are its prohibitive provisions observed !—The people are more ready to 
give their assistance in carrying out the general provisions of the license law than they 
were the provisions of the Scott Act. 

1396a The general community !—Yes. 

1397a. How do you find the man in the trade observes the law, as to selling on 
Sunday, to minors, and so on ?—I would not say the law is not broken, but I think that 
in Peterborough the law as to selling outside of prohibited hours is pretty well observed. 
I have heard very few complaints and I make regular visits on Sunday and to the 
places that have licenses. 

1398. Do you find that the same amount of perjury takes place in prosecutions 
under the license law as took place in prosecutions under the Scott Act /—I do not have 
to use witnesses to the same extent. In cases of violation of the license law I generally 
catch the party in the act. Then he has simply to plead guilty. 

1399a. Evidence was given here a few moments ago by the Chief of Police as to 
two licenses having been cancelled in this county, but he stated that new licenses had 
been given for the same premises, in one case to a son, and in the other case to a bro- 
ther. Do the men who had the licenses originally still remain on the premises /—In 
one case he does ; in the other case they are not in the business at all now. Of course, 
it is the Commissioners who grant the licenses, not the Inspector. 

1400a. If there is any statement you wish to make yourself with regard to the 
working of the law, we shall be very happy to hear it /—The principal statement I would 
like to make is that in a district like West Peterborough and a growing town like Peter- 
borough I think it requires pretty near the whole time of one man to enforce the license 
act or any other liquor act, because a great many of the class of men in the hotel 
business—I cannot speak very favourably of some of them—require a good deal of 
watching. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1401a. That is to say, the men authorized to sell six days in the week will sell on 
the seventh if you do not watch them ?—I think a good many of them would—not all 
of them. We have some men, and quite a number, that you could not buy an ounce of 
liquor from on Sunday—some six or seven men in this town that I have never yet 
heard the first complaint against, of selling in prohibited hours. 

1402a. Are there any illicit places ?—Not one in the town of Peterborough. _ 

1403a. Did you never have any under the license Act ?—I think we had one in the 
county. 
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1404a. Is there no place in Peterborough where there is a keg or a few bottles ?—I 
don’t think there is one. 

1405a. None have come to your attention ?—At least I have never heard of it. 

1406a. The complaints that have been made have been made against licensees /— 
There have not been many complaints. I sometimes find regular licensees breaking the 
law in my regular trips on Saturday nights or Sundays, but I have heard very few 
complaints. Of course, I have been told I should get around without being seen. I 
have too big a body not to be seen ; but I get around as quietly as I can. 

1407a. You can devote only a portion of your time to that work, because you are 
only paid for a portion of your time ?—That is all. 

1408a. Would there have been a better enforcement of the’Scott Act if you could 
have devoted more time to it /—Yes. 

1409a. The trouble was not so much in the law as in the difticulty of enforcing it? 
—The law could be enforced, I suppose. 

1410a. From your observation of the effects of the trade, do you prefer a license 
law to the total prohibition of the trade ?—I would vote for prohibition. 


by Mr, Clarke : 


l141la. Were any representations ever made to the License Commissioners during 
the Scott Act period, by people desirous to see the Act enforced, or by yourself, that it 
could not be effectually enforced by you while you devoted only a portion of your time 
to the work?—I think the Board of Comissioners were asked to increase my salary, 
but they had no power to do it. 

1412a. Who fixed your salary /—The Government. 

1413a,. Were any representations made to the Government that your salary was 
inadequate to warrant your devoting your whole time to the enforcement of the Scott 
Act /—When I first received my appointment, Commissioners recommended the Govern- 
ment to make my salary $600. 

1414a. And the Government did not comply with that request ?—-No. 

1415a. And the Commissioners were aware that you were not devoting your whole 
time to the enforcement of the Asct ?—I suppose so. 

1416. Has there been any marked increase in drunkenness since the Act was 
repealed?—I do not think so. I think there has been a decrease. I think there is a 
decrease every year. 

1417a. Was there a decrease each year the Scott Act was in force as compared with 
the previous years ?—I think there has been a decrease every year for the past twenty- five 
years as compared with the previous years.. 

1418a. Was the Scott Act an educator of the people ?—It was said it did. 

1419a. What is your opinion?—I could say something on both sides. Some men 
who formerly drank would not take liquor into their houses, and others drank just for 
spite. 

1420a. On the whole, would you prefer the Scott Act to the iesents law ?—I would 
not like to say that. 

142la. Would you vote for the re-enactment of the Scott Act ?—I would not. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1422a. Not if there were means for its proper enforcement ?—-When I think of the 
amount of perjury committed, it is just enough to keep me from voting for the Scott 


Act. 
By Mr. Clarke : 


1423. You have expressed yourself as favourable to general prohibition. Have you 
considered how the revenue now derived from the traffic could be raised ?—I don’t care 
how you raise it ; but don’t raise it out of whisky. 


GEORGE COCHRANE. 
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JOSEPH A. FIFE, M. D., of Peterborough, on being duly sworn, deposed as 


follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1424a. How long have you resided in Peterborough ?—Fifteen years. 

1425a. What is your profession !—I am a practicing physician. 

1426a. Can you give us information coming within the scope of our inquiry, as to 
the effects of the Scott Act which was in force in this county /—I was here during the 
time, and knew something of it as a citizen. 

1427a. Will you make a statement concerning its effects /—I do not know that 
I have any statement in my mind to make. J am ready to answer questions. 

1428a. Did you promote the passing of the Act /—Yes, I was favourable to it. 

1429a. You are in favour of prohibition ?—Yes, I am. 

1430a. Were you favourable to the passing of the Scott Act /—Yes. 

143la. I suppose you did so with the view of endeavouring to do away with the 
evils of drunkenness, and to reduce the sale of liquor in the county ?—Yes. 

1432a. Did you hope to doaway with it altogether when you adopted the Act ? 
—Well, we did not hope to do away with it altogether : we hoped to reduce it, to make 
it less, and to improve the state of society. 

1433a. Then, after the Act was passed and came into force, did you find that it was 
fairly well observed in the first instance !—For a short time I believe it was. I now 
speak from general sentiment and not from personal knowledge, because I was not much 
where it was sold. 

1434a. But you think in the first instance it was fairly well observed ?—For a short 
time. 

1435a. Then what led to a change !—I think it was the appetite of the people who 
were fond of whisky and beer, and they were determined to buy it. 

1436a. They must have had the same appetite when the Act was passed, but the 
people did not sell, they observed its provisions !— Yes. 

1437a,. Then what led the people to commence the sale of liquor /—People wanted 
to buy it. , 

1438a. You think those that were in the trade made up their minds they would 
risk selling it !—I think so. 

1439a. From the time they commenced to break the law, was there a gradual in- 
crease in drinking, and while it remained in force ?—It increased for some time and 
then I think there were some prosecutions ; and I think there were probably less sales 
for a few months. 

1440a. Then would it commence to increase !—It would increase again. 

1441a. Were the prosecutions of a spasmodic character? Would there be a lot of 
prosecutions, then a lull, and then prosecutions again /—Yes, it was so to some extent. 

1442a. And, during those lulls, the trade would become larger ?—Yes. 

1443. Did you ever observe in this town the open selling that has been spoken of 
by some witnesses here ?—I was a supporter of the Scott Act, and I did not go to the 
hotels. Sothat did not come within my personal observation. 

1444a. Had you reason to believe that as much selling was going on /—Yes, I be- 
lieved there was. : 

1445a. It has been stated here to-day by the Chief of Police that he was here dur- 
ing the last year of the operation of the law, and he was given to understand that as 
long as there was a revenue of about $400 a year coming in, from each place where liquor 
was sold, in the way of fines, the vendors need not be interfered with. Did you know 
of that ’—I heard it was going on. I heard that spoken of. 

1446. Did you, as a promoter of the Scott Act, take any steps to have that thing 
investigated, and to have it done away with ?—A person who is a member of the Scott 
Act Association, and who took an interest in and tried to promote the enforcement of 
the Act, told me that he had been approached by one man who asked if we would cease 
prosecutions in case the liquor sellers paid $100 a year, and he informed me that he 
would not make any such arrangement. 
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1447a. That is, the Scott Act people would not ?—-Yes, the Scott Act people would 
not make any such arrangement as to accept this hundred dollars a year and stop pro- 
secutions. 

1448a. They were not parties to it, then /—No. 

1449a. Well now, taking the Act to the extent it was enforced, do you think it 
was beneficial /—Yes. 

1450. The effects were good !—Yes. 

1451la. In what way !—I think there was less whisky sold and drunk. 

1452a. The same would. apply to ale and other liquors? Do you use the term 
whisky as indicating wine and other intoxicating drink /—Yes. 

1453a. Now, taking the three years during which the Scott Act was in force, and 
the period which has elapsed since in which there is a license law ; during which period 
was the state of affairs in the county the better ?—I favour the Scott Act period. 

1454. I am not speaking of what you favour as a matter of conviction, but I ask 
you as an observer of what goes on in the community and as a citizen, which was the 
better state of things, during the three years the Scott Act was in force, or the three 
years that followed it under a license law, or did you notice any difference /—Yes, 
there was a difference. The Scott Act period was what I helped to bring about. I 
was decidedly in favour of no license. 

1455a. You do not quite comprehend my question. I asked as to the effect of the 
two regimes upon the community, as to sobriety, and good order and everything of that 
kind, whether you observed any difference between the period the Scott Act was in force 
and the three years that has elapsed since ?—I think there was greater sobriety during 
the Scott Act period than since. 

1456a,. You think there was greater sobriety. during the Scott Act period than 
during the subsequent period 1—Yes. 

14570. Then comparing the Scott Act period with the three years previous to it, 
do you think the advantage was upon the side of the Scott Act /—Yes. 

1458a. Do you think that was apparent in the community generally ?—Would it 
be observed by others as well as yourself?—I think it was. Perhaps, I might make 
a little addition to that statement to show why I made it. There was an intense 
feeling between the liquor party and the Scott Act party during that time, and it 
found warm expression sometimes. Some of the promoters of the Scott Act had 
their houses set on fire, and another man had a quantity of red pepper thrown into his 
mouth and eyes. I do not think that was a good state of things. 

1459a. Was there a prosecution for that ?—No. 

14600. Was it discovered how these people’s houses came to be set on fire, and by 
whom /—No. 

1461la. Have you any means of proving a connection between those acts and the 
state of the law with regard to the liquor traftic?—No. I state that as a conviction in 
my mind, I do not mean that I am ready to prove it. 

1462a. Now, how do you account for the repeal of the Act!—A change in senti- 
ment, I think. A good many of us who were favourable to it, expected too much from 
it, and it did not accomplish all we were looking for. There was also an indifference 
as to its enforcement. Then, we did not get the Act we voted for. The Act we voted 
for provided that a proportion of the fines should go to the prosecutor, and an arrange- 
ment was entered into by some of the citizens to prosecute, to assist in carrying out the 
law. Well, only a few weeks afterwards the law was changed, so that the money com- 
ing from fines was diverted from the prosecutor. It did not come under the contro} 
of the Scott Act Association, or the promoters of the Act. 

14630. But you know the change was made in this way, that the funds were placed 
in the hands of the authorities of the municipalities for the purpose of enforcing 
the Act ?—Yes. 

1464a. Do you put it forward as right that the funds arising from fines, or any 
other money of that kind, should be placed in the hands of an Association having for 
its object to carry out a particular line of conduct !—No, if I were framing a- law I 
should certainly not put the enforcement of it in the hands of private persons. 


JosEpH A, Firs, M.D. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO.. 7p) 


1465. What I mean is this, that the fines collected from the vendors are really 
the property of the community as a whole, and the community as a whole is interested 
in the enforcement of that particular law !—Certainly. 

1466a. Very well, instead of some individuals who had banded themselves together 
to enforce the provisions of the Act, getting that money, and using it without being 
responsible to any authority, these funds were handed to the constituted authorities, 
the municipal bodies, with which to enforce the Act ?’—Yes, [ understand that. 

1467a. Now the funds were not diverted, they were merely given toa different 
body to administer, that is, instead of an informer getting half the fines and putting 
it into his own pocket, the whole fund was to be handed to the municipalities, and they 
were to look after the enforcement of the law !— Yes. 

1468a. Did they look after it /—No. 

1469a. Was that owing to the change in the application of the funds or was it 
owing to the neglect of the parties who were entrusted with the money to use it for 
that purpose /—It was the neglect of the body entrusted with the moneys to use them 
for that particular purpose. When I said, No, to the last preceding question, that needs 
limitation. They did something, but they did not do as much as the funds would have 
justified them in doing. 

1470a. Now it appears that both in this and other counties, instead of the County 
Council which got the funds, using them for that purpose, there was a Board of Commis- 
sioners appointed, and that Board gave what are called druggist’s licenses under the 
Scott Act, and they were to look after the enforcement of the Act ?—Yes. * 

147la. We have had before us a member of that Board, and also the Inspector of 
Licenses, Mr. Cochrane, and they both assured us that the utmost was done that could 
be done under the circumstances, to enforce the Act, Mr. Cochrane making this limita- 
tion, that his salary was so small that he had to attend to other business and could not 
give his whole time to the Act. Now can you tell us, as one interested in the Act, and 
from your experience of it, whether those officials did do their utmost to enforce it /— 
They did a good deal. I went personally to Mr. Cochrane and asked him to do some- 
thing more than he was doing, and he made the reply to me, the same as he did to you, 
that he was doing as much as he was paid for, and he had to do something else to earn 
his bread and butter. 

1472a. Did he do the particular things that you asked him to do?—-No. 

1473a. Were any steps taken by you and others interested in the working of the 
Act, to get Mr. Cochrane’s salary raised !—No, I do not think so. 

1474a. To sum the matter up, then, do you think the community failed to obtain 
from the Scott Act after it was passed, the benefits which they had a right to expect ? 
—Yes. 

1475a: Do you think that this disappointment upon the part of some people, led to 
lukewarmness and consequently to repeal !—Yes. 

1476a. They had been disappointed in not obtaining what they had expected from 
it ?—Yes. 

1477a. Do I understand you to say that notwithstanding all these things you 
believe the Act was beneficial !—Yes. ~ . 

1478a. And produced a better state of things than license ?—Yes. 

1479a. Now as a citizen of this town do you think that the license law is carried 
out efficiently !—I think not. 

1480a. You know, of course, that a great many of the provisions of the license 
law are really prohibitory /—Yes, I believe so. 

148la. You do not think that those provisions are carried out properly !— I 
cannot prove breaches of the law because I do not often go where liquor is sold, but I 
hear it commonly said that liquor is sold in our hotels and other drinking places, on 
Sundays and Saturday nights after the hour of closing. I have been told so repeatedly. 
I am only giving hearsay evidence, not my own observation. 

1482a. Are there any suggestions you would like to make as to possible improve- 
ments in the license law, if it is to be continued ?—Giving fewer licenses is the most 
important thing. 

1483a. You think there are too many !—Too many. } 
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1484a. Would you increase the license fee?—No. There was a by-law before our 
town to raise the licenses, and I voted against high license, because I thought it gave 
the people at large a pecuniary interest in the liquor trade, and made them partners in 
the business ; and for that reason I opposed the by-law. 

1485a. Are you opposed on principle to a license law !—-Yes. 

1486a. Still, if there is to be a license law, you would have as few licenses as 
possible !— Yes. 

1487a. Do you think there would be an advantage in having a less number in 
Peterborough than you have now !—Yes. 

1488a. Are you favourable to what is called National Prohibition, prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors as a beverage /— Yes. 

1489a. It has been stated to us that the enactment of such a law would lead to a 
loss in the revenue of the country of some six or seven million dollars. Have you con- 
sidered at all how that would be made up?—I have no system of finance to propound ; 
but I think the increased industry of the people, and the less waste of time and money, 
would more than make up to the people the revenue they would lose. 

1490a. The question is, how is the Government going to get hold of the money that 
is saved? Have you thought of any means, whether of increased duties or of direct 
taxation, by which the Goverment could make up this loss ?—No, I have not devised 
any system. 

149la. Have you considered at all, in case that a law were passed, whethey it 
would be better to entrust the enforcement of it to Dominion, Provincial or municipal 
officers !—-I think it would require all. 

1492a. Supposing such a law were passed, would you deem it right that remunera- 
tion should be made to brewers and distillers for the plant and machinery that would 
be rendered useless in their business /—Yes, if the remuneration went all around, so as 
to apply to people who are damaged by the liquor. 

1493a. What do you mean by that?—Many of us, in our homes and in our friends, 
suffer grievously by reason of the liquor trade, and if a system is adopted which will 
compensate these men, then I am quite willing to concede the same to the manufac- 
turers and dealers. 

1494a. Do you find in your observation that thére is much drunkenness in the 
community /—Considerably. 

1495a. Do you find, going back as far as you can remember, a great improvement 
in the habits of the people in this respect /—Yes. I think there is less drinking now. 

1496a. Do you now find that every year there is less drinking !—I think there was 
more drinking in the past than there is at present, but as to any nice grading from year 
to year, I do not think I can discriminate. 

1497¢, Have you found that the temperance societies and churches are exercising 
a good influence in promoting temperance sentiment among the people ?— Yes, they are. 

1498. And the generation growing up is imbued with more than the previous 
generation !—Yes, I believe So. 

1499a. Have you found in this section of the country whether, after the Scott Act 
was passed, the temperance societies became less vigorous, considering that their object 
was not attained !—Yes, they were. Temperance societies, such as Good Templars and 
Sons of Temperance, ceased to meet to a considerable extent. The societies were not 
as aggressive as they had been for some years before. I do not think that they went 
out of existence, but they were less active. 

1500. Did you find any difficulty in the way of people who had been promoters of 
the Scott Act, doing nothing more after it was passed ?—Yes. 

1501la, And failing t to give assistance towards the enforcement ?—They gave con- 
siderable assistance, but I found some who did not. 

1502. Did you find any persons who took this view : that while they were favourable 
to the Scott Act and supported it, when it came to the prosecution of men who had 
previously been in the traffic for breaches of the Act, they had a certain amount of 
sympathy for these men and did not like to prosecute /—Yes, I found such people. 
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1503a. Did you find, after the passing of the Act, that new men started selling /— 
Yes. I think they were quite willing to prosecute the new men, and there was a ‘good 
deal of sympathy for those who had been in the trafic before, and they felt that we 
were doing a hard thing when we prosecuted them. 

1504a. We have understood that there were not very many convictions upon what 
are called second and third offences; they were generally first offences carrying the 
smallest fines ?—-Yes, they would fine one man, and then fine him again, and again, and 
always call it a first ‘offence. 

1505a. Did people like yourself protest against that sort of thing 7—Yes. We did 
our best to have them punished according to law. 

1506a. What answer was made to “you 2 What reason was given for not making 
these second and third offences /—Some of them had shifted their ground, as was stated 
by a witness this morning. Perhaps there was a change of proprietor, sometimes a 
change in the bar-tender, and the premises were rented to other parties for the time 
being. There was an inability to get a conviction for a third offence, although the same 
person had been convicted on a first and second offence. 

1507a. Do you know whether there was any effort made by the authorities to test 
the validity of those leases !— Yes. 

1508a. Ifa man came forward and stated he had leased the property, of course 
the tenant would be the first offender. Were steps taken to test the question whether 
those leases were merely a sham, or whether they were genuine ?’—Speaking now from 
memory, I think I was told there was one such case, and the Magistrate threw it out. 
He said the evidence was not satisfactory. 5; 

1509a. Were there cases where men were fined for second offences ?—Fr equently. 

1510a. And were they fined increased penalties ?— Yes, $100. 

1511. Were parties fined the third penalty !—I think there were two: one who 
had been previously in the traffic, and one new man. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1512a. Although none of those persons who set fire to those houses you speak of 
were convicted, there seems to have been a general belief that the acts grew out of oppo 
sition to the law 1— Yes, that was our belief. 

1513. Why were they not prosecuted !/—In one case, I was so much interested that 
I offered a reward of $200 to bring home a conviction, but I never got any evidence 
that would bring a conviction to the party who started the fire. 

1514. Were you a sufferer in that fire /—Yes. 

1515a. And you believe that you suffered because of your interest in the Scott Act ! 
—Yes. About midnight or one o’clock when the fire started, I went out and found near 
the verandah a whisky bottle with some coal oil in it, and the rest of the coal oil had 
been emptied on the furniture and the fire started with coal oil. A whisky bottle was 
left there that was not there the night before, and I thought it was some whisky people 
who wanted to give me a testimonial for my zeal in the Scott Act. 

1516a. Do you think such events as setting fire to houses, throwing pepper and the 
like, had the effect of making the people a little timid and preventing them from actively 
enforcing the law !—I am sure it had ; they were afraid. 

1517 7a. Do you suppose that it had some effect in bringing akous the repeal of the 
law !—Yes. 

1518a. That is, a certain section of the ee were ter eee: by the violators of 
the law !—Yes. 

1519a. Yet you believe that the law, so far as it was enforced, had a very good 
effect, and would have done much more if it had been enforced 1—Yes. 

15204, How do you know whether there are unlicensed sellers in Peterborough 
I do not know of my own knowledge that there are. 

1521la. Of your own knowledge you do not know a licensee who violated the law 2 
—I do not know of any. 

1522a. Still you believe they do /—I believe they do. I have been told that they 
sellon Sunday and sell to minors. I am only talking hearsay, you understand. 


now ? 
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1523a. Are you able to observe whether the traffic, as carried on under license, is 
having the effect of inducing boys and young men to drink, as the traftic did not do 
under the Scott Act, the illicit traffic?—I think the legalized traffic is more injurious 
than the illicit traffic. 

1524a. So far as you can observe, are the young men of Peterborough given to any 
extent to the drink habit ?—A few are. The greatest part of them are sober people. 

1525a. Yet you say there are twenty-two taverns and some shop licenses ?— Yes. 
In spite of this, we are mostly a sober people. 

15260. As a practicing physician you frequently come in contact with a large num- 
ber of families. Now, we are charged to examine into the effects of the drink traffic on 
social conditions. What do you observe of the effects of that trattic upon the social con- 
ditions of the people ?—It is injurious to a good many families. 

1527a. And as to its effects upon the moral life of the people ?—I think the habit 
of drinking is demoralizing, because a man cares less for his family and less for the truth 
if he is in the habit of drinking, than when he is sober. 

1528a. Is total nbchinenes ‘compatible with the best health ?—Yes, it is. 

1529a. If a drinking man falls sick, are his chances of recovery as good as those of 
a total abstainer who falls sick !—No. In the event of an accident a total abstainer has 
a better chance of recovery than a drinking man. 

1530a. And how is it in case of fevers/—In the same way, a total abstainer has 
more recuperative power than a habitual drinker. 

153la. You think, then, that the physical life of the people would be better in 
general if the drink trade were prohibited and the drink habits lessened ?—Yes. 

1532a. Have you noticed whether the drink habit of parents has an effect upon 
their children, in that it lessens their vital power, or otherwise affects them injuriously ? 
—Yes, I believe it has. 

1533a. Are they more liable to brain and nervous diseases than the children of 
total abstinence parents !— Yes. 

1534. Ido not mean intemperate parents, but parents who drink habitually /—My 
answer would still be the same. 

1535a. Have you given any attention to the matter of insanity ?—I have a few 
patients under my care, but I have not made a specialty of studying that disease. 

1536a. Have you observed in your practice that a certain proportion of intemperate 
people become insane, and if so, what percentage?—I cannot answer as to the per- 
centage. 

1537a. From your observation and your study of this matter; have you reason to 
believe that the drink habit is a producing cause of insanity to any extent 1—Yes, to 
some extent. J have two cases in my mind now where insanity was induced partly by 
heredity and partly by the drink habit. 

1538a. It is admittedly a difficult matter in which to arrive at an accurate conclu- 
sion, there are so many factors that enter into it?-That is true. I have had some cases 
of insanity where I could not tell the cause of it, and never knew. 

1539a. You were not able to trace the history of the patients back far enough ?— 
No. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


1540a. You have spoken about these outrages perpetrated upon yourself and others 
during the Scott Act period. Were the authorities frightened by these outrages, or did 
they cease from enforcing the law ?—I do not think they were frightened. Of course, 
we who were the immediate victims were frightened at the time, but I do not think the 
authorities were particularly frightened. 

1541a, Was there any relaxation of effort on their part in consequence of these 
outrages /—There is one case clear in my memory just now where a man who was zealous 
in Scott Act work had a big stone thrown through his shop window; and I think the 
Mayor and Town Council offered a reward of $400 for information leading to the convic- 
tion of the person who did it. That does not look like being afraid. 

1542a. Did you hear the Chief Constable give his evidence this morning !—I did. 


JosepH A. Firr, M.D. 
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1543a. You heard what he said about the condition of things which existed during 
the last year of the Scott Act ?—Yes. 

1544a. Have you any reason to doubt the accuracy of that statement?—No. But 
you.could see that he and I are far apart, and we see differently. 

1545a,. Which of you would have a better opportunity of seeing and knowing the 
exact position of affairs /—The Chief knows a great deal more than I do, because he is 
among the people where drinking is going on, and I am very little among them. 

1546a. You heard what he said about the condition of things that existed as to the 
sale of liquor ?—Yes. 

1547a. Is that condition of things likely to promote the moral welfare of this com- 
munity ?—No. 

1548a. Did it promote the morals of the people to have a law on the statute-book 
that was so flagrantly and continuously violated as the Scott Act was here ?—No, that 
did not promote their morals. Lessening the amount of drinking might do so. 

1549. Do you think there was a decrease of drinking during that time ?—I think 
so. 

1550a. You prefer, as I understand, the Scott Act with all its defects and lack of 
enforcement, to the present system ?—With all its defects. I do not admire, nor apolo- 
gize for, its lack of enforcement. 

1551a. But you prefer the condition of things under the Scott Act to that which 
now exists !—Yes, I do, as a matter of principle believing that the license principle 
makes us, as citizens, participators in the profits of the trade, and has a bad effect on 
the community. For that reason I prefer to have no license. 

1552a. Would you prefer a system similar to that existing in Charlottetown where 
no license is issued by the municipality or by the Province, but where the traftic is regu- 
lated by police enactment as to hours of opening and closing, and so on?—I do not 
know very well what their system is. 

1553a. Their system is practically free sale, under police regulations. The citizens, 
in that case, are not partners in the traffic as they are under license ?—I would rather 
not be made a party to it. 

1554a. You do not want the municipality to be identified in any way with the traf- 
fie by obtaining a revenue /—No. 


DAVID W. DUMBLE, of Peterborough, Police Magistrate, on being duly sworn 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1055. What position do you hold !—Police Magistrate, and I am a barrister. 

1556a. How long have you resided in Peterborough?—I have resided thirty years 
in Peterborough, and I have been Police Magistrate ten or twelve years. 

1557a. You were Police Magistrate before the Scott Act came into operation, during 
the time it was in force, and since ?—Yes. 

1558a. We understand you hold also the position of County Police Magistrate ?— 
Yes. ¢ 

1559a. Had you a colleague in that position 7—Yes, Mr. George Edmison. 

1560a. Now taking the state of things, say, for three years before the Scott Act 
came into operation and during the three years it was in force,did you find any improve- 
ment in the county with regard to such matters as came before you?—There was a 
time when the Scott Act was very well enforced, and during that time the liquor traffic 
was nearly crushed out. 

156la. When was that ?—It was in the early part of the period, before the govern- 
ment changed the law which deprived the Magistrate of the power of giving half the 
fines to the informer, and before that change in the law which allowed the party to 
be put in the box and to be made a competent and compellable witness. These two 
changes destroyed the law. 
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1562a. What change do you mean with regard to a party being made a competent 
and compellable witness!—-I mean the Evidence Act. Under the Scott Act he was com- 
petent and compellable. Then the Act was amended. Under the Canada Temperance 
Act, Revised Statute of Canada, 1886, page 1421, the person opposing or defending, or 
the wife or husband of such person was competent or compellable to give evidence in 
such proceeding. This was amended by fifty Vic., Cap. 34, Sec. 13, whereby the words 
“and compellable ”were struck out. 

1563a. We have been told to-day by the Inspector of Licenses and by Mr. Graham, 
that he found that one difficulty in enforcing the Act was the tremendous amount of per- 
jury that was committed. The Inspector told us that when he called twenty-two wit- 
ness, twelve of whom he knew had been drinking, the whole twelve would commit per- 
jury in regard to it!—I think that was one of the demoralizing influences of the liquor 
traffic. 

1564a. Ifa man who bought the drink would commit perjury, how would it be 
better to make him a compellable witness?—A great many of them, when put in the 
box, owned up. 

1565a. They were really, then, a betterclass of people than the men who were calling 
these witness !—Some of them. Some of them would not lie for anything, respectable 
men ; and others would go as far as they could with impunity. 

1566a. Do you think it is evidence of respectability for a man to stand up and hear 
twelve people commit perjury on his behalf, and allow it to be done ?—I am not saying 
that. The more respectable men would not allow it to go so far. They would own up. 

1567a. Do you take it as evidence of respectability that a man would allow that to 
be done ?—There are men who think themselves justified in evading the law. Of course 
they have their own opinion about respectability. Nevertheless, there are some men very 
respectable, who have always lived in our community as honourable and respectable men, 
‘who did break the law, and when they were caught they would own up. 

1568a. Then the change in the law could have made‘no difference with those men !— 
When they went in the box they would not commit perjury. 

1569. But they would appear in court and state what was false by pleading not 
guilty ?—I do not know that they used to state that. They had nochance. They would 
plead not guilty, in a legal sense. 

1570a. Then when the case was investigated, would witnesses not prove their guilt ! 
— A man who pleaded not guilty was very frequently proved guilty. 

1571a. Now, if a law was passed prohibiting the sale of liquor in this community, 
and these men continued selling, they cease to be respectable members of the commu- 
nity to that extent ?—They violated the law, which loyal men should not do. 

1572a. Now those men coming into court, would plead not guilty, and put the 
prosecution to proof. In such cases was the proof forthcoming !—In some cases it was, 
and in some it was not. 

1573a. Was there reason to believe in any of those cases where it was not forth- 
coming, that it was on account of the witnesses who were brought forward, committing 
perjury ?-I think there was an immense deal of perjury, and evasion, prevarication and 
misuse of words. 

1574a. Did you find, in Scott Act cases, more perjury than in the ordinary run of 
cases /—Immensely more. 

1575a, Has that been your experience with regard to liquor prosecutions through- 
out /—It is alwatys hard to get a conviction in a liquor prosecution, because the habitues 
of hotels will go a long way to clear parties who are charged. 

1576a. Do you find the same difficulty in prosecutions under the License Law for 
selling on Sunday ?—Not to the same extent. There are fewer prosecutions. Men do 
not make the same effort that they do in Scott Act cases. In Scott Act cases, we look 
for every attempt to tell anything but the truth. 

1577a. Did you find that, in Scott Act prosecutions, there was greater sympathy for 
men who had previously kept licensed houses and been shut off by it, than for new men 
who would start up in the business !/—Yes, there was naturally. 

1578a. Did you travel over the county when you were County Magistrate !—No, 
the cases were brought to town and I tried them here. 

Davin W. DumMBLE. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 8] 


1579a. You have spoken of another change in the law, the diversion of half the fines 
from the prosecutor, We understand that the whole fund should be paid to the muni- 
cipalities for the purposes of the Act !—The first change was made by 49 Vic., Cap 48, Sec. 
1. The provision was that, where no other provision is made by any law of Canada for 
the application of the fines, the same shall belong to the Crown for the public uses of 
Canada. Then there was a second clause to enable the Governor in Council to give it 
to the municipalities to use as they saw fit. 

1580a. And that Order in Council was passed, I think, in the fall of 1886 ?%—I do 
not know about the Order in Council, but an Act was passed. 

1581a. I believe the Order in Council was passed in the fall of 1886, and we learn 
from the County Treasurer that in 1887 he received $1,220 in fines. Since then the 
moneys have been going to the municipalities for the purpose of the Act ?—In the first 
place the temperance people had an organization and employed private detectives ; and 
when they had the money to pay for these services and to pay necessary expenses, they 
were disinterested and vigilant ; but when the money got into the hands of corporations 
and under the control of councils and public officials, there was very much less zeal. 

1582a. Weare told by Mr. Graham, the Commissioner, and by the License Inspec- 
tor, that they did their utmost to carry out the law, except that the Inspector tells us 
that his salary was so small he had to do other business !—Their utmost was very little. 
That Inspector lived in Lakefield ; here is where the law was violated. When he came 
into town he was as if clothed in red, everybody knew him. Word was sent around at 
once, and every place was shut up. It was only when he employed different men, or 
unknown men, that this organization was able to bring home proof. 

1583a. Other fines that are levied under any Act of Parliament, belong to Canada 
as a whole, do they not !—The law of England was accounted the law of Canada, but 
one half went to the informer. 

1584a. It is not a rule that the moneys that are levied for the purposes of the 
public, belong to the public as a whole ?— Well, that was the law, and that law answered 
the purpose of paying prosecutions with these funds. _ 

1585a. Then you believe that if the Scott Act had contained a provision to enable 
the informer to get half the penalty, it would have been better enforced ’—Decidedly. 
It seemed to give them the power to get al] the means they wanted. 

1586a. Now what is your experience as to the way in which informers are looked 
upon in the community !—There is too much stigma. A Government detective is an 
informer, a policeman is an informer. 

1587a. Why is it that the informer who gets the benefit of the money and puts it 
in his pocket, is regarded with such dislike by the community !--The sentiment is there, 
but in this case the informer handed the money over to the people who employed him. 

1588«a.. Under the law any man might become an informer for his own private 
benefit !—Yes, but we found very few instances of that kind. 

1589a. You preferred that system 4—I am simply stating what we did. 

1590a. Would you favour the enactment of a general prohibitory law !—Yes. 

1591a. How would you have that law enforced?—The same as the law against 
stealing. ; 

1592a. By whom ?—By the people. 

1593a. Through officers appointed for the purpose !—Certainly. I would make it 
part of the criminal law, and enforce it by the Sheriff and constable. 

1594a. You believe, in that way, you could get an enforcement /—Yes. 

1595a. Take, for instance, a new community unprovided with officials /—Educate 
public opinion to enforce the law like any other law. 

1596a. It takes time to do it, but you would hope that eventually the law would 
be observed?-—Yes. There was a time in this community when people considered the 
Scott Act was a success, and when it was a success. They endorsed it. But when it 
was not enforced, but was violated, then they said: Rather than see the law openly 
violated like that, we would rather have no law. There was a large public opinion, but 
the members of the Council were hostile as a body. The constables and all the employees 
of the Council knew what would please the Council best, and they were less vigilant than 


they should be. 
21 —b*** 


82 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


1597a. With the majority of the people and the public sentiment in favour of pro- 
hibition, why were not Councillors elected who would carry out the law ?—You know 
the class of men that get into the Council. 

1598. Other issues enter into the election ?—All kinds of things. 

1599a. Did you find that men who were favourable to prohibition, would, in the 
question of electing Councillors, be governed by other motives ?—To some extent. 

1600a. Now we have been told by the Chief of Police, who came into office the last 
year the Scott Act was in force, that he received an intimation that so long as about 
$400 were obtained from each of the men in the traffic in the county, they “would not 
be troubled to any further extent /—At that time you could not put the man in the box, 
and unless you could get other evidence you could not convict him. 

1601la. Did any of these men who were not fined beyond $400, plead guilty ’— Yes. 
The last year it was quite the habit to come up and give a wrong admission of guilt. 

1602a. Was that done periodically /—I think practically that was the effect of it. 
Of course I had nothing to do with that kind of thing. I did not want to see it or 
know of it. But still I observed there was a tacit understanding that they would only 
be fined so many dollars. 

1603a. But you noticed that those men were brought up occasionally /—Yes, they 
were fined often enough to get a license fee from them. 

1604a. All first offences ’—Generally speaking. 

1605a. Were they men who had been in the traffic for some time !—Yes. That was 
the way of dealing with the ordinary hotel-keepers. The hotel-keepers themselves 
helped to prosecute the illicit sellers. They were competitors in the business, and the 
hotel-keepers would help to prosecute them. 

1606a. Have you any reason to believe there is any unlicensed traflic going on 
now !’—I do not think there are many places where liquor is sold that are not licensed. 
The hotel-keepers themselves will point them out. 

1607a. That is your experience !—Of course, I do not see them do it, but they 
whisper it to the police. They won’t show their hands in it. 

1608a. Have you had instances of hotel-keepers employing men to sell ey 1—Yes, 
they resort to all kinds of tricks. 

1609a. I mean employing men in other parts of the county to sell illicitly ?—No, I 
never heard anything of that kind. Most of our hotel-keepers are very respectable 
men. 

1610@. Have you known any instances where they supply illicit dealers with the 
liquor to sell?—TI have not heard of any. 

16lla, Taking your experience, both as a Magistrate and as a citizen, if either the 
licensed hotels or the saloon is to be done away with, which would you prefer to get rid 
of !—The saloon. 

1612a. We are told that in this town you have one saloon near the station, and 
that does not require to have the accommodation that hotels have ?—I think there is an 
eating house at the station, whether it has the required license, I do not know. 

1613a. Do you know if there is more than one?!—There are several known 
as saloons, not known as hotels. They may have gota license, but they are practically 
saloons. 

1614a. Now, apart from your beinga Magistrate, but as a member of the com- 
munity and as a citizen, would you favour the enactment of a national prohibitory 
law ?—Yes, for the good I think it would do to the people. - 

1615a. And prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale ?—Of course it would 
it would be under limitations respecting liquors be used for medicinal, mechanical and 
sacramental purposes. 

1616a, Have you considered at all the subject of making up for the revenue that 
would be lost? We are told that six or seven million dollars are now derived from the 
liquor traffic, and this sum would have to be supplied in some other way ’—I do not 
think it is worth consideration. I think the Government means the people, and all 
Governments should be for the people. I think the dearest money they get is the blood 
money they get from liquor. 

Davin W. DuMBLE. 
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1617a. You think it should be got rid of at the cost of raising an income from some 
other source /—From any other source. That is the last source to get it from. 

1618a. In regard to the enforcement of such a law, would you leave it to the same 
authorities to whom the enforcement of other laws is entrusted ’—Yes. 

1619a. In case such a law were enacted, would you favour remuneration to distil- 
lers and brewers for their plant and machinery that would be rendered useless ?—I have 
thought of it in this way, that it would pay the country to do it. Of course we must 
remember that in regard to taverns they go into the business year after year running a 
certain risk, because they know of this agitation for prohibition, and they take the 
chances. But brewers have a large amount of capital invested and are not threatened 
from year to year with a loss of their licenses, and I think they ought to be compen- 
sated. 

1620a. We are told that brewers and distillers are licensed from year to year, but 
practically it is a continuous license 1—Well, they have an immense capital invested, a 
permanent investment. 

162la. The last witness told us of some outrages that had been committed, that 
were attributed by some people, without any proof, to the feeling about this Scott Act. 
Have you had any such cases brought into your court ?—No, I had none of them. 

1622a. They were never investigated !—_No. 

1623a. Do you find, during the years you have held the position of Police Magis- 
trate, that drunkenness is diminishing?—I think there is less drunkenness than in 
former days, in the community generally. 

1624a. To what do you attribute that ?—Well, liquor is a good deal dearer, for 
one thing. It used to be twenty-five cents a quart for good whisky here. 

1625a. Do you think the temperance societies and the churches have been exercis- 
ing a good inffuence !—I think there isa better moral sentiment, and more regard to law 
and order. I think this Scott Act was an educator for good. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1626a. How do arrests compare now with arrests during the Scott Act period 1— 
They are very much more for certain kinds of offences. In the Scott Act days, when- 
ever a man got drunk, they were afraid to keep him around the place, and they shut 
him out and everybody saw him. People made a great fuss about it. Now there are 
ten men drunk to one man then, and it attracts little attention. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


- 1627a. How do the arrests compare with the Scott Act period /—They are very 
much more now. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1628a. How about crimes generally ?—I have not made any examination of the 
returns. Being drunk and disorderly, lying around the streets drunk, cases of tramps 
and that kind of thing, are more numerous now. Vagrancy is more common than it 
was then. The law was not long enough in force, however, to have made much change 
in the habits. 

1629a. In presiding over your court, have you noticed what percentage, if any, of 
the petty crimes of one kind and another that come before you, are traceable directly 
to the drink habit ?—I think if the drink was blotted out, you could blot out the court 
and Magistrate, almost. 

1630a. Your occupation would be gone !—Yes, sir. 

163la. With reference to this subject of perjury. Some people seem to think that 
perjury is caused by the law, that as soon as the law came, these men became perjurers. 
Or did something else cause it ?—No, that is all a silly, and false argument. Many people 
argue in that way. But it was the demoralization caused by the liquor that producep 
the perjury. 

1632a. Men perjured themselves who had become victims of the drink traffic 1— 
Yes. 

2161 ** 
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H. C. WINCH, of Peterborough, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1633a. How long have you resided in Peterborough !—About forty-nine years. I 
was born here. 

1634«. How long have you carried on business here !—Well, I may say I have been 
in business ever since I was able to run. 1 have been carrying on business for myself 
over twenty-five years. 

1635a. Have you held any position as municipal officer?—I have been a Town 
Councillor for a number of years. 

1636. Were you in the Council during the time of the Scott Act /—I was. 

1637a. Are you at present /—I am. 

1638a. What is the character of your town as a law-abiding and orderly place 1—I 
think it is very good, one of the best law-abiding towns in Canada, comparing it with 
other places, from all that I have heard. 

1639a. How in regard to the observance of the license law, which now exists in 
your town?—We have not heard of a great many arrests being made. 

1640a. How did you find the state of things when the Scott Act was in force !— 
T think we were in a very demoralized condition. 

1641a. Why %—For the simple reason that you could get liquor every day at nearly 
every corner. 

16420. We are told at present there are twenty-two licensed taverns and six or 
seven shops. Do you think there were more places than that at the time of the Scott 
Act ?—I saw about twenty-two on one day. 

1643a. But was it general?—As a general thing, there were many places, saloons 
and hotels, selling in an underhand kind of way. They were selling without license. 

1644a. On what occasion was this when you saw a number of places where liquor 
was being sold !—I happened to be on the ice with a horse that day, and the horse had 
done pretty well, beating the other horses in the race. I was not much in the habit of 
drinking, but after I got off the ice, fifteen or twenty men came:to me and asked me to 
take a glass of beer. All the biggest men came along and took me down a piece from 
the road, and pulled out a flask and offered me a drink. I remember going over to a 
cutter where there was a five gallon keg of beer covered over with a buffalo. A man 
had a glass who was dealing it out as poteen. I did not see any one who did not take 
a glass of it, or taste it. There were two or three cutters with kegs covered over with 
a buffalo. 

1645a. Did you call theattention of the authorities to it !—May be the cutter would 
be gone by the time the authorities came up. They had eyes of their own and were 
looking around watching for the Inspector. I was not the Inspector at the time. I was 
not an informer either. 

1646a. Did you go up through the rural districts at all while the Act was in force ? 
I drove a good deal through the country. 

1647a. How did you find the Act enforced in country parts /—I did not find it so 
bad. They were living up to the law pretty well, although in some places a safe man 
could get it. But every one could not get it. I could in pretty nearly every place I 
wanted it. 

1648a. What was the state of sobriety in the town of Peterborough at the time 
the law was enforced !—I have seen a great deal of drunkenness. 

1649a. Was there less drunkenness than before !—I do not think there was. There 
was a good deal more rowdyism at nights, a good deal more carrying on. I lived in 
the lower end of the town, and when I was going home one night I saw a lot of young 
men with a gallon keg of lager beer, down near the station, having a good time over it. 
Of course it was late at night, it happened to be on a Saturday night. 

1650a. You know, of course, that the Scott Act did not prevent people from 
carrying flasks !—But I never saw it before in that way. A man would not carry it 
around in his pocket when he could get it on sale. i 

H.*C. Wincu. 
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165la. You mean that it led to the system of men carrying it in their pockets ?— 
‘Yes. 

16520. You told us there was more liquor being sold in the community during the 
Scott Act than before ; then why would these men need to carry flasks ?—Well, it was 
not for sale on the ice, at least they did not know it was, and so a lot of them carried 
liquor in their pockets. These were men who, perhaps, could not go to these places and 
get it. 

1653a. How do you find things at present under the license law ?—T think it an 
improvement, things are going better at present. Our town is quiet. There may be a 
few drunks around, but if you take the police books, I think you will find there is not 
as much drinking going on now as there was a few years ago. 

1654a. The Police Magistrate has just told us that at first the liquor traffic was 
put out of the way altogether !—I do not know as he had many cases in court to pro- 
secute. 

1655a. Would you favour the passage of a general prohibitory law ?—I would 
under certain circumstances. But I do not think it would be hardly fair or honest to 
throw men engaged in the business out of employment without giving them some com- 
pensation. 

1656c. In case remuneration was made, would you favour the passage of such a 
law ?—I would. 

1657a. How would you expect to enforce it Well, I do not know. It takes a 
better head than mine to regulate that. 

1658. Butstill as a matter of principle, you would favour it ?/—As a matter of prin- 
ciple, if these men now engaged in the business get compensation. I do not think it is 
right to throw a man out of his business, throw him out of doors, for the simple reason 
that he is engaged in a particular business. 

1659a. Would you apply that principle to men who are keeping licensed houses or 
to the brewers and distillers ?—I would apply it to both. It is a man’s little all in 


either case. 
es 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1660a. You spoke about twenty-two places on the ice, did you count them !— When 
I said twenty-two, I did not suppose there was quite that number. I meant men, not 
places. 

166la. You could hardly call them taverns !—No, they were walking taverns. In 
those days men walked about with a belt around them concealing liquor, and they sold 
it in every shape. 

1662a. Which do you think sold the most, the man with a flask in his pocket, or a 
licensed tavern ?—A licensed tavern would sell it in a decent kind of a way, and where 
it would not do as much harm. 

1663a. You said these men with flasks on the ice, who were carrying on that illicit 
sale, had to watch the ofticers. Why ?—I suppose they were afraid of being caught. 

1664a. I think you said the sale was just as open and free as ever it was, or some- 
thing to that effect !—No, I do not think there was more liquor sold, but it was done in 
a meaner kind of a way, a worse way. 

1665a. You said, also, that inthe country certain men could get a drink anywhere, 
that is, people would sell it, not to everybody, but to men they regarded as sate. Whom 
did they regard as safe 1—I suppose the men who had been in the habit of taking a glass, 
parties whom they knew would not give them away. 

1666a. Would not give them away, even if they were called as witnesses ?—I sup- 
pose some of them would do that. There was a good many of that class. 

1667a. Did you know of this large number of saloons selling here under the Scott 
Act, to your own knowledge ?—Only from hearsay. 

16680. Did you see them?—I have seen some cases. They used to have a good 
many different names for the stuff they sold. I could not say they were selling liquor. 
They had all kinds of names. One was called “ Dumble on ice,” another was called 
pevfoxie.” 

1669a. So, they had to resort to something of secrecy !—Oh, yes. 
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1670. Did the law cause that ?—It must have been so, or they would not have 
resorted to it. 

1671. Then the law did produce that much eftect ?—It had the effect of making 
men change the name of the liquor. 

1672a. And they did their business more or less secretly, since they could sell only 
to people whom they regarded as safe !—Yes. 

1673a. And they carried it about in flasks instead of having open sales on the corner ? 
— Yes, instead of doing it in a decent kind of way. 

16742. Do you think that a law which made you do your business in that way, 
made you do it secretly and caused you to call meat by another name than meat—do 
you think that law would be interfering with your business !—I would not want to do 
business in that kind of way, either the liquor business or the butcher business. 

1675a. You would say that that law did interfere with your business !—Yes. 

1676a. Would you either get out of it, or have the law repealed /—I would like to 
have it fixed some way. 

1677a. Then do you conclude that the men who were driven to these resorts felt 
somewhat the effects of the law ’—Yes, I do. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


1678. Were any of these hotels selling during the Scott Act period /—Yes, I hint 
they were. 

1679a. How many ?—I could not state from memory. A good many were selling. 

1680a. As many as before the Scott Act, or at present ?—I think there were more, 
I think every hotel sold, and a good many distillers, A good many persons have told 
me about being in private houses that were selling liquor outside the hotels, and I under- 
stood that all hotels were selling in an underhand kind of way. But I only speak from 
hearsay. 

168la. Were any of the hotels closed up !—I do not know of one. They went on and 
did business all the time the Scott Act was in force. 

1682a. Did you hear the testimony of the Chief Constable regarding that under- 
standing that was reached between the authorities and the liquor sellers /—I did not. 

1683a. Was it matter of common report that such an arrangement was made !— 
No, I never heard of it. It may have been so. 


Rey. JAMES THOM, of Peterborough, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
by Judge McDonald : 


1684a. Do you reside in Peterborough !—Yes. 

1685a. With what church are you in communion ?—The Methodist Church. 

1686a. How long have you resided here !—About two years and a half. 

1687a. You did not reside here when the Scott Act was in force ?—No. I resided 
part of the time in the County of Ontario, and part of the time in West Durham, when 
the Scott Act was in force. 

1688. How did you find the law enforced in the County of Ontario ?—I was in 
Sunderland, Brock Township, North Ontario. It was enforced to a large extent. 

16890. Had you a vigilant Inspector /—That is a matter of opinion. My opinion 
was that he was pretty good. The opinion of a great many was against him, but my 
opinion was that he enforced the law better than some Inspectors who were regarded as 
more vigilant. 

1690a. Did you find the effect of the law there beneficial on the whole /—-Yes. I 
know a number of families in that village that became comfortable in consequence of 
the Act. 

1691la. In what part of West Durham were you!—In Newcastle. 

H. C. Wincu. 
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1692a. How did you find it work there !—It did a very great deal of good. While 
I was there the repeal took place. It was certainly admitted by all that the immediate 
effects of repeal were simply deplorable. A great many ef the best people who supported 
the repeal had their eyes opened, and they would never have gone for repeal if they had 
foreseen the terrible results that followed. That was the widespread feeling at the time. 

1693a. You were not in Ontario when the Scott Act was repealed there ?—No, I 
had left. 

1694a. In Durham the Act was carried by a large majority, I think ?—I was not 
there when it was carried. 

1695a. The Act was carried by a majority of 2,187, and in 1889 it was repealed 
by a majority of 627, making a difference of about 2,800, counting both ways. What 
reasons were given as leading to the repeal !—A very large number of people got dis- 
gusted with the sad lack of enforcement. At the same time, as I mentioned before, a 
good many people felt they had made a big mistake, and that, with all the lack of the 
enforcement of the Act, repeal was a vast descent into a bad state of things. 

1696. As far as you could learn, what led to the repeal?—The people who had 
supported and carried the Act had not received from it the amount of benefit they had 
expected. 

1697a. And you think they had received a considerable degree of benefit ?—A large 
amount. They thought they were going to be landed in paradise right away by the 
Scott Act. 

1698. Would the same remark reply to the County of Ontario ?—I was not there, 
I could not say. 

1699a. Now take Peterborough, how do you find the license law work here? 
Well, I know a number of cases around me where liquor is producing deplorable effects. 
I know that. As to how the license act is enforced, I cannot compare the present 
with former years. 

1700a. I suppose you are in the way of seeing whether what are called the prohibi- 
tory clauses of the License Act, are observed or not /—No, I am not. In passing along 
the street I have seen lots of young men going in and out of hotels, who seem to have 


no good business there, on Sunday evening after church hours. 


1701la. Are you in favour of a general prohibitory law, prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation and sale of liquor ?—I am. 

1702a. Those who wish it for sacramental purposes, I suppose, you would allow 
to procure it /—Yes. 

1703a. The Methodist Church, at their General Conference in Montreal, in 1889, 
pronounced the opinion of the church on this subject of prohibition ’—Yes. 

1704a. Do you concur in that deliverance?—Yes. It was the opinion of the 
General Conference. 

1705a. Then in reference to another question that you have heard asked here to-day, 
would you favour remuneration to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery 
that would be rendered useless in the event of the passage of a prohibitory law ?—I 
would not. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1706a. You are able, having lived in various places, to compare a community under 
a license law for a period of three or four years, with a community under the partial 
prohibition that prevailed under the Scott Act period. Now, what is your impression 
as to which of these two regimes is preferable !—The impression on my mind is that if 
partial and imperfect prohibition under the Scott Act did so much good, entire prohibi- 
tion ought to do a vast deal more good. : 

1707a. You are of the opinion that partial and very imperfect enforcement of pro- 
hibition is decidedly preferable to any policy of license !—I think so. 

1708a. You come to that conclusion from your observation of facts ?—Just so. 

1709a. Our commission instructs us to enquire into the effects of the traffic on social 
conditions and on morals. As a pastor, coming in close contact with a large number of 
families, have you observed that the drink traffic and the drink habit are responsible in 
any degree for poverty and distress, and the neglect of wives and children, on the part 
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of the head of the family /—Yes, very much so. It lowers the conscience, and seems 
to degrade the sense of right and the sense of responsibility on the part of parents. I 
know some cases where both parents are drunkards, and the sense of duty to their own 
children seems to have sunk very low, in fact, hardly seems to exist. 

1710a. Do you know any other thing that has a like bad effect on families ?—No, 
I do not. 

171la. From your experience and observation, do you believe that laws against 
existing evils have any effect in producing and strengthening public opinion against 
these evils !—I think so. I think they have an educating power. I think that in con- 
sequence of that law the conscience of people all over the country is fortified on that 
side. 

1712«. Then, as a teacher of religion and morality, you believe that a law that 
is aimed at immoral practices is a helper of you in your teaching ?— Decidedly ; I think 
that is the effect. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


1713a. If these figures are correct, there was a majority in favour of the Act in 
Ontario in 1885, and three years afterwards, when the question was again submitted to 


the people, there was an adverse majority of 600 /—I was not in Ontario when it was- 


repealed. I was there when it was first passed. 

1714a. In Durham, when the Act was submitted, there was a majority of 2,187 in 
its favour ; three years afterwards that majority was changed into an adverse majority 
of 627 against the Act. Can it be possible that the people of those counties could not 
see that the community was being benefitted by the operation of the Scott Act during 
that time, and that in the face of that improved condition of things, they would vote 
the Act out of existence after three years /—There was another cause of dissatisfaction, 
in addition to the very imperfect enforcement of the Act, and that was that the people 
lost confidence totally in the Inspector. 

1715a. In both places?—In Durham, the Inspector was in Bowmanville. The 
vigilance committee made representations to the Ontario Government to have the 
Inspector do his duty, but with no effect, and the people came to think that the Govern- 
ment was at the back of the Inspector, and they lost all confidence in him. Things grew 
worse, the law was almost wholly neglected at the last, so that the people lost all con- 
fidence in its enforcement. 

1716a. And wanted to go back again to license /—As I said before, when they did 
go back they felt that the evils that rushed in were so much greater than they expected, 


that they had made a mistake, and that even an imperfect enforcement of the law was 


far better than no law at all. 

1717. Has there been any movement since then to have the Act re-submitted ?— 
I have not heard of any. 

1718a. They still retain the license system ’—Yes. But I think the feeling is 
growing tnat as long as the Government authorizes and makes the manufacture of liquor 
respectable, it is hardly just to step in and forbid people selling it. 

1719a. Have you studied the effects which have followed the adoption of prohibi- 
tion in Maine, Kansas and other States /—To some extent. 

1720a. Would you favour a more complete prohibition than that which exists in 
Maine ?—In Maine the enforcement has been pretty thorough, except in a few large 
cities, such as Portland. But they have found in Maine, as we have found here, that 
as long as the enforcing officer was an appointee of the Government, the Act was a 
failure. He was appointed for political services, as he is with us; and it was only when 
such community had the power of selecting their own man to enforce the law, that it 
was anything like a success. 

172la. Under the Maine law, citizens are not prohibited from manufacturing or 
importing liquor for their own private use. Would you favour a more stringent measure 
of prohibition than that /—I would make it thorough. 

1722a, And absolutely prohibit the importation, manufacture and sale /—Exactly, 
except for medicinal and mechanical purposes. 

Rev. James THOM. 
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1723a. The reason you gave for the repeal of the Act, as far as Durham is con- 
cerned, was the dissatisfaction of the people with the way in which the Inspector 
discharged his duties. They lost contidence in him, and preferred to have the Act 
repealed /—That was the feeling. 


By Judge McDonald: 


17240. You say you would prevent a citizen from bringing in liquor to use in his 
own house ?—I would make it thorough. 

1725a. Have you ever considered how the law would be carried out? For instance, 
how would you prevent importation /—Well, I do not know. 

17260. In the same way that you would prevent the importation of smuggled 
goods?—If I had to draw up an Act for that purpose, I would require a little time to 
think it over. 

1727a. Mr. Winch, the last witness, told us that he saw men upon the ice carrying 
flasks in their pockets. Now, would you favour a system which would prevent travellers 
going into the country from carrying flasks in their pockets? Have you ever thought 
of the practical working out of that system ?—I have not thought much of that; but I 
imagine Mr. Mackenzie Bowell would be able to find out a way to prevent it coming in. 
But I have not gone into it thoroughly. If I were at the head of the department, I 
would study it up. 

1728a. I suppose it was found, after the Scott Act was carried, that there were 
matters of detail which became troublesome /—Yes, and the unfaithfulness of the off- 
cials. 

1729a. Was there only one Inspector tor Northumberland and Durham ?—I do not 
remember. I only speak now of West Durham. The Inspector lived in Bowmanville. 
His inspection covered the whole district that I was acquainted with. 

1730a. There would, probably, be one for each electoral district /—Probably. 

173la. That would make four for the two counties /—Probably so. 

1732a. Do you know whether representations were made to the Government about 
that man /—Yes, repeatedly, to the Ontario Government. 

1733a. What was the answer ?—They were very zealous in the matter, of course, 
and would see to it. 

1734a. Was the man retained in oftice ?—It did not make a bit of difference. 

1735a, Were further representations made ?—Yes. 

1736a. But you did not get him out of office ?—Not a bit. 

1737a. Do you know whether representations were made to the man himself urging 
him to do his duty ?—Yes, letters were written. 

1738a. What. was his answer ?—Oh, he was going to attend to it. He was going 
right away to visit these places, and w hen he came to attend to it, it was known ahead 
when he was going. 


By My. Clarke: 


1739a. Could you suggest any changes that would make the Act more wor kable ! 
Would not the election of officers ‘by the “people to enforce it, be a movement in that 
direction ?—I think it would, so far as I have studied the matter. JI know it had that 
effect in Maine, from what gine e read. 

1740a. Can you suggest any other changes 7—Well, I have not given the matter 
much consideration. 
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JOHN CLARKE, M. D., of Peterborough, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— ; 


By Judge McDonald ; 


1741a. How long have you resided.in Peterborough /—I was born here, but was 
away for a number of years, and since then I have lived here ten years. 

1742a, You are a physician by profession !—Yes. 

1743a. How long have you been in the practice of your profession !—These last 
ten years. 

1744a. You have heard the evidence of the previous witnesses in regard to the 
working of the Scott Act in Peterborough ?—I heard Mr. Winch. My evidence would 
agree with his in regard to the working of the Scott Act. 

1745a. Do you think there was illicit sale going on !—A great deal. 

1746a. Was it confined to people who had previously had licensed houses ?—No, a 
great many others. 

1747a. Was this sale concealed in a way, or did people know where to go ?—It 
was concealed in a way, and yet known to certain persons, known to those who 
wanted to get liquor. 

1748a. Were efforts made by the authorities to put a stop to it ?—Not very much. 

1749a. Did the sale keep on increasing while the Act was in force ?—At first 1 
think it was very well enforced ; there was not much drinking, but afterwards it became 
very general. 

1750a. Taking the state of things under the Scott Act and the state of things since 
the Scott Act was repealed, say for the last three years, which do you think preferable ¢ 
During the earlier portion of the Scott Act, there certainly was much less drinking 
than later on. The condition of things at present is much preferable to that of the 
later years of the Scott Act. 
_ 1751a. Do you think there is much less drinking now }—I do not say that. I 
mean the condition of things is preferable. 

1752a. In what way ?—It is more open, more straightforward. I do not think there 
is much change in the amount of drinking. 

1753a. How as to the amount of drunkenness that is visible between the latter 
years of the Scott Act and the present time ’—I do not think there is any difference, or 
very little difference. 

1754a. We have been told to-day by the Chief of Police that he was here for the 
last year of the Scott Act, and he was given to understand that as long as he could get 
fines to the extent of $400 a year from the men engaged in the traffic in town, he was 
not to interfere with them—men who had previously occupied hotels. Do you know 
anything about that /—I know nothing about that. 

1755a. Are you in favour of a prohibition law ?—Yes. 

1756a. Are you opposed to the licensing of the traffic ?—Yes, I am. 

1757a. Do you prefer prohibition !— Yes, I am in favour of prohibition, 

1758a. By that you mean a general prohibition law that would prevent the manu- 
facture, importation and sale /—Yes; except for certain purposes, 

1759a. In case such a law was enacted, have you congidered at all how the revenue 
of some six or seven millions now obtained from the traffic could be made up ?—I think 
it could be made up, undoubtedly. It would make the people better off. Drinking 
liquor is the cause of a great deal of poverty. It is a waste to a large extent. 

1760a. Have you considered what way the Government should adopt to get that 
money, whether by increased duties or by direct taxation !—I have not considered that. 

176la. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour remuneration to 
brewers and distillers for their loss of plant and machinery which would be rendered 
useless /—Decidely. 

1762a. As a medical man in the practice of your profession among families, do you 
find evils resulting from the liquor traffic /—Yes. we 

1763a. To any great extent /—Yes, to a great extent. 

JOHN CLARKE. 
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1764. Have you had any cases where insanity could be traced to the use of intox- 
icating liquors !—Some cases, not very many. I could not state exactly the percentage. 
i nd - those cases are usually complicated with some constitutional taint or some other 
disease. 

1765a. As a physician, do you approve of the use of alcohol for medicinal purposes ? 
pay Os 

1766a. There are cases in which you think it is beneficial /— Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1767a. Did you receive a circular some time ago from the Commission !—Yes, but 
I did not answer it. It was too late. 

1768a. We would be glad to have it almost any time, with the answers to the 
questions filled up ?—Yes. 


Rev. WILLIAM R. YOUNG, of Peterborough, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1769a. How long have you resided in Peterborough ?—I came here in June last. 

1770a. Where did you reside the term before that !—I was two years in the village 
of Millbrook, in East Durham. 

1771a. Where were you at the time the Scott Act was in torce !—In the County of 
Lennox, in the village of Adolphustown. 

1772a. Of what communion are you minister !—The Methodist. 

1773a.. When you were in Adolphustown, when the Scott Act was in force, how 
was it observed !—In the county in which [I lived, it was fairly well enforced. 

1774a. Are there any villages and towns !—There is the village of Adolphustown ° 
itself, a small place with a population of about 300. 

1775a. What is the nearest place of any size /—Napanee was the county town. We 
were peculiarly situated geographically. Picton was nearer to us than Napanee; and 
the village of Glengarry was only two miles distant. 

1776a. Did the people use liquor in their families in that section /—Not in my 
presence. 

1777a. Where could they get it, if they got it at all?—They would get it from 
Picton, largely, and some from Napanee. 

1778a. In that section of country, you think the Act was well observed !—I lived 
for a year and a half just across the street from the village hotel, during the time the 
Scott Act was in force, and I occupied the same place for six months before the Act 
came into force, and I had an opportunity of judging of its effect from the number of 
people I saw visit the hotel. I can safely say that the amount of drunkenness decreased 
perceptibly, so much so that some who were very much opposed to the Scott Act when 
it was adopted, voted against repeal. 

1779a. How do you account for the repeal of the Scott Act in Lennox and Adding- 
ton /— Well, the majority in favour of its adoption was very small, only thirty-six, and 
I think the majority in favour of the repeal was about three hundr ed. 

1780. Had the Dunkin Act been in force in Lennox and Addington ?—It was in 
force for one year before the Scott Act. 

1781a. I see the majority in favour of the Act when it was carried was only thirty- 
six ; then the majority for the repeal was six hundred and four ?—I was not in the 
county when the Act was repealed. 

1782a. You do not know what immediately led up to the repeal ?—Only from re- 
port, that it was not enforced in certain parts of the county. 

1783a. You have reason to believe that the people did not receive from it the de- 
gree of benefit they. had looked for ?—No, I do not think they did. 
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17840. To what do you attribute the non-enforcement of the Act in that county ? 
—Well, I would say the lack of enthusiasm on the part of the temperance element. 

1785a. And what about the officials charged with the enforcement ?—The officials 
at first, I think, did not do their duty very well ; ; latterly they tried to do it. Towards 
the close I do not think that the Inspector received the support from the temperance 
people he should have received. 

1786a. When you went into Durham, was the Act in force?—No; I went from 
Adolphustown to Picton, Prince Edward County. 

1787a. And there the law was not in force ?—No, there was a license law. 

17880. Prince Edward County is almost wholly a rural district ?—Mostly. In the 
town of Wellington where I lived there were two hotels. 

1789a. How did you find the provisions of the license law observed there ‘ 
ing causes by effects, the license law was violated. 

1790a. When you came into Durham, the law had been repealed !—Yes ; I found a 
license law. I found four hotels and a shop i in Millbrook. 

1791la. How was the law observed there ?—I had’ to pass two hotels going to my 
church twice every Sunday, and it was not unusual to see a number of drunken men on 
the street all day Sunday. I did not see them drink. They might have bought the 
liquor on Saturday and kept it in flasks, but they were drunk on Sunday, and I suppose 
the natural inference would be that they procured the liquor at the hotels on Sunday. 

1792a. Were there prosecutions of those places for breach of the law ?—A Govern- 
ment detective visited Millbrook once during my last year there and succeeded in fining 
three of the hotels and the shop for selling Saturday night and Sunday ; the shop for 
selling on Saturday night, and the hotels for selling on Sunday. 

17930. Was there an improvement after that /—Not very much. 

1794a. You have been in Peterborough since June !—Yes. 

1795a. How do you find the state of the community here ?—I think it is an im- 
provement on Millbrook. 

1796a. It seems to be a law-abiding ane moral community ?—The place is larger, 
and possibly I do not see the results as T did in a small place. 

1797a. Are you in favour of prohibition as a matter of principle /—Yes. 

1798«. Do you look upon the licensing of the traffic as a wrong in itself ?—TI think 
that the licensing of the traffic makes the individual citizen a partner in the business. 

1799a. You look upon the traffic as a wrong thing in itself, which should not be 
licensed by the community ?—Should not be licensed. Those who sell it should sell it 
upon their own responsibility, and not upon the responsibility of their fellow-citizens. 

18000. We have the deliverance of the Methodist Church , as adopted by the Mon- 
treal General Conference. Do you concur in that view ?—Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1801a. Did you hear the evidence of Mr. Thom ?— Yes. 

1802a. I asked him a question concerning the effects of the drink trafic on home 
life. Do you concur in his answer ?—I do. 

1803a. Does your own observation confirm his !—Yes. I might even go further 
than Mr. Thom. The drink traffic seems to demoralize home life. 

18040. Have you found during the few months you have been here that the drink 
habit affects the young men to any extent !—The treating system has a bad effect. 

1805a. Would you attribute that to the legalized sale of drink 1—I attribute it to 
the fact that the law has placed the traffic in a ‘semi-respectable position. I have found 
that young men will not, as a rule, visit places where liquor is sold illegally, that is, 
they wall not visit them to the same extent as they will places where liquor is sold under 
the cloak of respectability. 

1806¢. You think that when the law provides facilities and gives character to the 
trade itself, it offers inducements to young men to drink !—I do. 

1807a. Have you observed in your experience of places under license and the places 
where the sale is prohibited, that fr equenters of the illicit places are for the most part 
those who have the habit of drinking, not those who are beginners ?—I have found that 

Rev. Witiiam R. Youna. 
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as a rule young men, who respect themselves, do not visit places where liquor is sold 
illegally. I think that is an answer to your question. 


E. B. EDWARDS, of Peterborough, barrister, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1808. You are a barrister-at-law /—-Yes. 

1809a, How long have you resided in Peterborough!—AIl my life, with the excep- 
tion of a few years. ‘T have practiced my profession for eighteen years. 

1810a. It has been intimated to us that you were the solicitor for the Scott Act 
people /—Yes, at the time the Act was in force here. 

181la. Perhaps you had better make a statement to us with reference to that matter, 
how the Act worked, the difficulties and the advantages !—-I was consulted by the Scott 
Act people with reference to the mode of proceeding in enforcing the law, before the Act 
came into force. Immediately following its coming into force, a private detective was 
appointed who took steps to find out quietly where liquor was being sold, and asa result 
of that, after two weeks, twelve or fourteen people were summoned before the Police 
Magistrate for violation of the Act; and I think that twelve people were convicted. 
Following that, a number of convictions were secured by the Scott Act Association, I 
think over thirty during the first three months. During that time the fines went, half 
to the informer, who was the man employed to lay information by the Scott Act Asso- 
ciation. Although the fines were paid over nominally to him, in reality they went to 
the Treasurer of the Association, that is, half of the fines, and they were employed for 
the purpose of enforcing the law. During that time I consider that the law was very 
fully enforced, so much so that the hotel- keepers who were engaged in selling had 
become convinced that they could not succeed in evading the law. Then came a change 
in the law by which the fines were diverted, and from that time, the Association being 
deprived of the means of employing detectives and paying the heavy expenses it had, 
did not take so active measures in enforcing the law. Then there came the appointment 
of an Inspector to enforce the Act ; and from that time out I think the law was not so 
well enforced. It fell then into the hands of the Inspector, and to a certain extent, 
of the police. The Inspector resided at Lakefield, and was not so well able to enforce 
the law, because most of the selling took place in Peterborough. The police, on the 
other hand, were not directly interested in it, and it happened that the Chief of Police 
who was in charge at the time, was not anxious to entorce it very vigorously. Conse- 
quently the Act, though successful in the earlier stages, became less successful as time 
went on; and during the latter years that the Act was in force, interest in it having 
ceased to a certain extent, it became almost a certainty that the Act would be repealed 
at the end of three years. It was during the last year that this arrangement is alleged 
to have taken place, of which the Chief has spoken, in consequence of a new Council 
coming into office. At all events, repeal was looked forward to as almost a certainty, 
and I attribute the repeal of the Act in a large measure to the fact that people had 
become disgusted with the non-enforcement, and also to some extent to the fact that 
after a certain time people usually desire a change. One defect in the Act, as it struck 
me, was that the importation of liquor was not prohibited ; hquor could be brought in 
fron. the adjoining county, though the Act was in force in that county, and that led 
the brewers here to sell, as Mr. Calcutt has said. Then the fact that there was 
no finality about the law seemed to me to operate in making it more difficult to enforce 
it. It was looked upon as an experiment, simply a trial for three years’ or from the 
time it came into force ; I mean it was understood that it could be repealed at the end 
of three years, and I hin that had a certain effect in lessening the weight and certainty 
of the law. The change in the law by which the defendant was not compellable to give 
evidence, also oper ated to make it more difficult to enforce the law. I observed in cases 
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which came before the Magistrate that when the sellers could no longer be put into the 
box and asked to state upon oath whether they had sold liquor, after that change was made 
in the law, they simply pleaded not guilty ; and the men who had been drinking would 
very often shield the drink seller by evidence which was practically perjury, although 
they eased their consciences by saying that they were simply giving him the benefit of 
the doubt. In many cases the liquor was disguised, something was put into it to take 
away the ordinary taste of the liquor, and the witnesses said it was ‘‘ Moxie,” or some- 
thing else of a different character, with something to make it look differently. In this 
way it became a difficult matter to enforce the Act by not having the evidence of the 
defendant. Then the system of leases adopted by the liquor sellers, created a great deal 
of difficulty. In many cases we attacked that plan as a fraud, and in many cases we 
were able to show that in reality the lease was merely a sham, that the man who had 
previously been convicted, was still carrying on a drinking business, and that the 
bartender to whom the lease had been made, was simply a make shift, and the Magis- 
trate did not hesitate to convict where that was clearly made out. That difficulty, of 
course, might be obviated as a matter of law by making the man who was in charge of 
the place, directly responsible for the act of selling. That is a mere detail, however. 

1812a. Would you suggest that, provided the second sale took place in the same 
premises, it should be héld to be second offence, no matter who sold?—It seems to me 
that would be advisable. It seems to me, also, that inasmuch as there are a number of 
men engaged in the traffic who have to be watched, it is necessary that there should be 
more than one man to watch them. It appeared to me, while the Act was being enforced, 
that anAssociation like the Scott Act Association, which was interested in enforcing the 
law, was likely to be more successful, and was in fact much more successful than the indi- 
vidual Inspector who resided at Lakefield, and who, even if he had lived here, was not 
in a position to watch the entire working of the Act. TF found during the course of my 
connection with the matter, as | was brought into close contact with the gentlemen in 
the Association who were getting information, that very often information came from 
ethers, from wives whose children and whose husbands had got liquor, and they came 
forward and gave information which enabled the Association to secure conviction. 
The fact that a large body of men were interested in enforcing the law, helped 
a great deal in securing useful information, where it would not have been given 
if there had been only a single Inspector. In my opinion the Association was much 
more successful than the Inspector or the police were afterwards. The Association being 
interested in seeing the Act enforced, were more zealous ; but when they lost the sinews 
of war they could not maintain their organization successfully. 

1813a. Now with regard to the dispositions of the fines, under the new system 
they were placed in the hands of the municipalities to be applied for the purposes of 
the Act, in other words, in the hands of the County Council ?—Yes. 

1814a. Is Peterboroough separate from the county ?—Yes. 

1815a. So Peterborough had the use of its own funds ?—Yes, after some delay. 
There were two or three Orders in Council passed, and there was a good deal of difficulty. 
The town raised an objection to the way in which the Order in Council was first passed. 
At first the money went to the county, and the town had difficulty in getting it put 
right and to get its share. 

1816a. From the statement handed to us by the County Treasurer, we find that he 
received in 1887, for instance, $1,220 for fines under the Canada Temperance Act ; and 


the county had to pay out $1,339.28, over $100 more than it received, and that included _ 


payments to Magistrate Dumble and Mr. Edmison?—I do not think Mr. Dumble was 
paid by the town. 

1817a. It appears Mr. Dumble got the county commission too.’ Do you think if 
your committee had had that money, you could have had brought about better results 
than were brought about by the Government Inspector ?—I think so, decidedly. 

1818a. Have you any suggestions to make as to what check there should be upon 
the expenditure of that money? Would you have that money given in charge of a cer- 
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tain number of local gentlemen to act in the capacity in which your Scott Act Associa- 
tion acted /—That might be advisable, and oblige them to account for the money. 

1819a. In which case, as I understand you, they would honestly use the money 
for the purpose for which they obtained it?—Yes. I may say that I was not a member 
of the Association myself. They expended much more than the money they received 
from the town or the county. 

1820a. Do you think, then, that when they saw that the money would have to come 
out of their own pockets to enforce the Act, it had some effect in preventing them from 
being as earnest as they would otherwise have been in enforcing the Act !—Yes. After 
they had expended all the money they had in hand, they found it difficult to get volun- 
tary contributions. 

1821a. I suppose they felt it was unjust that they should be put to private expense 
to enforce a public Act /—Exactly, they felt they had pledged themselves in advance to 
the payment of certain sums on the faith of the law as it stood at the time, namely, that 
the fines would go half to the informer, that is, to the Association. When they had 


_ exhausted their means and the change in the law took place, they felt that they 


should no longer be called upon to enforce the Act at their private expense. 

1822a. You have heard the evidence given by the Chief of Police as to the under- 
standing that had existed during the last year the Scott Act was in force, namely, that if 
any man paid fines to the amount of $400 a year, he might keep on selling ?—I cannot 
say anything about that. 

1823a. As a citizen, did you know of that understanding ?—I am Town Solicitor as 
well as a citizen. I do not know anything about it in fact. 

1824a. Can you tell me whetlier the tines collected went into the treasury of the 
town ?—I understand they did, though I am not aware of that fact as a matter of cer- 
tainly. 

1825a. Taking the fines that you know were received by the town, and the amounts 
that were expended for the purposes of the Act, would there have been a surplus in the 
hands of the town ?—I cannot say as to that. 

1826a. I wilt put it in another way. From your knowledge as a citizen, in case all 
the men who were in business in this town during the last year of the Scott Act, did 
pay in $400 each in fines to the town treasurer, was there as large a sum as the total 
amount expended for the purposes of the Act ?—I think not. 

18264a. Would you be favourable to a general prohibitory law ?—Certainly. 

1827a. Would you favour, in case a prohibitory law were passed, remuneration being 
given to brewers and distillers for their loss of plant and machinery that would be ren- 
dered useless —I have not fully considered that question, but so far as my individual 
opinion goes, without having weighed it very fully, I think that they should not be com- 
pensated, on the gound that, having for years carried on a business which they have 
known might be put an end to at any time as soon as the community had determined 
to do so, they had a certain amount of risk to run. 

1828a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory liquor law, have you considered 
the means of enforcing it /—I believe that the law could be enforced as other laws are 
enforced. 

1829a. Would you have it enforced as other laws are, by the usual officers /— Well, 
that is a matter of detail that might admit of some consideration. But as I said with 
regard to the Scott Act Association, I believe that those who are earnest in enforcing it 
would be more useful in enforcing a prohibitory law than a body of men who are subject 
to the orders either of the Government or of somebody behind the Government. 

1830a. Comparing the time during which the Scott Act has been in force and the 
period which elapsed since it was repealed, do you notice a difference in the order and 
sobriety of the community ?—I cannot say that I notice a great difference. But in 
speaking of the time when the Scott Act was in force, it has to be considered with 
reference to the two stages that I have referred to. ; 

183la. But I am asking you with reference to the whole period that it was in force ? 
—TI think there was less drinking during the greater part of the year 1886 that the law 
was enforced, for instance, than there was either before or since. During the time that 
the law was well enforced, I think there was much less drinking, and much less drinking 
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of what I would consider a harmful kind—that is, among young men and boys who are 
apt to be led astray into the habit of drinking. 

1832a. Comparing the latter period with the present, what would you say ?—Com- 
paring the latter period with the present, I should say it was very much more. 

18330. In other words, after the Inspector and the Board had dealt with the 
unlicensed traftic did you notice any difference between that condition of affairs and the 
present ?—I do not know that there was much difference. I think there would be less 
drinking under the Scott Act even then, because fines were being inflicted all the time, 
and people did not want to be called as witnesses. 

1834a. In taking an active part in the enforcement of the law, did you find that 
there was quite a number of people who had voted for the Act, who were afterwards not 
very anxious to take part in enforcing it !—No, I did not. I think that the people who 
voted it were very much in earnest in enforcing it while they had an opportunity of 
doing so, After it was taken out of their hands, a different state of affairs existed. 

1835«. Did you find that there existed, on the part of any of these people, a sym- 
pathy for men who had formerly held licenses, that would lead to their not being anxious 
to have them prosecuted /—No. 

18360. It was stated here to-day that there was such a feeling /—I was not aware 
ot any such feeling. I did not find it exist amongst those who had been zealous for the 
passing of the Act. 

1837a. Then to what do you attribute the repeal of the Act !—To the fact that it 
was enforced so badly during the latter stages, and to the earnestness with which the 
liquor men carried on the campaign for repeal, and the inactivity of the men on the other 
side who had found that between the two Governments at Ottawa and Toronto, they 
had been practically deprived of any opportunity of enforcing the law. 

1838a. You think, then, that the people had not obtained from the Act the benefits 
which they had hoped for and expected when they passed it /—That is the case. 


PETER HAMILTON, of Peterborough, manufacturer, on being duly sworn, - 


deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1839a. Do you reside in Peterborough ?—I was born here and have always lived 
here. 

1840a. Did you hear the statement made by the last witness !—I have been sitting 
here. 

1841. What is your opinion as to the effect the Scott Act had upon the com- 
munity /—Well, I was in favour of the Scott Act at the time it was carried, and I was 
very much disappointed at the result. * 

1842a. Did you vote for its repeal, or to sustain it?—I think I refrained from 
voting, if I remember right. 

1843a. In what way were you disappointed ?—There was a combination of circum- 
stances. In the first place, [ found that it is pretty hard to convince people that a law 
should be carried out when there is only an imaginary line between a county where, on 
one side selling liquor is a crime, while on the other side of the road it is legal. It is a 
hard thing to educate people up to a conviction of that kind. That, I think, was one diffi- 
culty. Public opinion weakened. Although we were anxious to see liquor selling stopped, 
yet public opinion weakened from the fact that the prohibition was not general. Then there 
was the fact that the temperance peopie were not sustained very well, in different ways. 
The Scott Act being a Dominion Act, there was no proper provision made for carrying 
it out. The Inspector of Licenses for the riding of Peterborough, an Ontario Government 
officer, did not seem to look upon the Scott Act as anything that he had to do with. 

1844«. I understand you are engaged in manufactures here !/—Yes. 
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1845. Do you employ many men ?—Generally from 80 to 100, sometimes more. 

1846a. In what line !—Agricultural implements. 

1847a. Do you find that your men are at all affected by the liquor traffic ?—Yes ; 
there are some who have acquired the habit of drinking, and we have a little trouble 
with them. 

1848a@. Did you find a beneficial change with reference to those men while the Act 
was in force !—I cannot say that I did. 

1849a. Have you any rule as to the employment of men?—As a rule they under- 
stand that we will not keep them if they are not steady. 

1850a. You do not require them to be total abstainers, but they must be steady 
men !—Yes, they must be steady men. 

185la. You do that as a matter of business /—As a matter of business, and as a 
matter of principle as well. I think it has a good influence on the men too. 

_ 1852a. Taking the period the Scott Act was in force and the time that has elapsed 

since, do you find any difference /—No, I do not think I do. 

1853a. Would you favour a general prohibitory law !—I would, undoubtedly. 

1854a. Prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale, except for a medicinal, 
mechanical and sacramental purposes /—J ust so. 

1855a. As a business man have you considered at all the question of making up the 
loss of revenue !—I have not. 

1856a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour the granting of 
remuneration to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery that would be 
rendered useless !—I think it would only be proper and right. The business is all right 
enough, it is the abuse of it that is wrong. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


1857a. It is sometimes said that the drink habit of an employee not only interferes 
with his own wage-earning power, but that it sometimes interferes with other men whose 
work depends upon his own ?—There is no doubt of that ; we have had cases like that. 

1858a. So that he and others on his account, become an injury to your business, 
as well as an injury to themselves !—Certainly. 

1859a. Have you noticed how much time in the course of a month a drinking man 
will lose on account of this habit /—I have not paid much attention to that matter. As 
a rule, our men seldom lose any time. Whatever they do, they seem to turn up in the 
morning all right. 

1860a. I suppose you have not many men who are addicted to drink !/—We have 
very few, and as a rule they understand that I do not like it, and they seem to try and 
avoid it as much as possible. J only have to complain. 

186la. You believe, however, that the prohibition of the drink trade would be an 
advantage to workingmen generally ‘—I think it would be a great advantage to the 
country. 


WILLIAM EYRES, of Peterborough, farmer, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1862a. Where do you reside !—I reside in Peterborough. 

1863a. What is your occupation ?— I have been a farmer. I am now, I suppose, 
what you call a retired farmer, although I am engaged in farming in the North-west. I 
go out there sometimes to look after ity but I keep my wite and part of my family in 
this town. 

1864. How long have you lived in Peterborough !—A little over a year and a half. 

1865a. Did you “reside in the county before that?—No. Iresided in Victoria 
County for about thirteen years, and prior to that time, in the County of East Durham, 


in the township of Cavan, about eight miles from here. 
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1866a. When you resided in Victoria, was the Scott Act in force ?—The Scott Act 
came into force during my residence there. I was President of the Scott Act Associa- 
tion during the campaign, and for several years afterwards. 

1867a. Were you there while the law was in force, and since it was repealed ?— Yes. 

1868a. I see that in that county, in 1885, the Scott Act was carried by a majority 
of 965, and it was repealed in April, 1889, by a majority of 992. Now, did you find the 
Act beneficial in the County of Victoria!—During the early period it was in force, it 
was decidedly beneficial, in my judgment. My residence was fourteen miles out of Lind- 
say, in the township of Mariposa, and four miles from Cannington, in the County of 
Ontario. I was more intimately acquainted with North Ontario, and knew the actual 
working of the Scott Act there by observation better than I did in my own county. 
But from my observation, during the early period of the time it was in force, it was 
decidedly a benefit to Cannington, Ontario County, and in Lindsay, in the County of 
Victoria. 

1869a. To what do you attribute any change that occurred?—The taking away of 
one-half the fines from the parties who were seeking to promote the enforcement of the 
law, was a very heavy blow against enforcement. While we had that money, we had 
parties employed to look after enforcement, and we had money to pay expenses, and the 
law was a terror to evil doers during that period. 

1870a. Did you find that private individuals acted as informers on their own be- 
half ?’—Through our own organization, principally. There were very few volunteers. 
They did not like to become informers. 

1871a. Then after the change in the law by which the fines went to the municipal- 
ities, you found a difference ?— We found a very marked difference. 

1872a. Did your municipalities not use the fines for the purpose intended ?—Our 
Council at that time were opposed to the law. JI was a member of the County Council 
at that time, and I could not carry a motion through the Council to get even any portion 
of those moneys. 

1873a. Did they go into the general treasury /—Yes, and they were kept there 
very largely. : 

1874a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Act in that county ?—To the 
very imperfect enforcement of the law, more and more imperfect as time went on. 

1875a. Had you an Inspector there, such as they had in Peterborough ?— Yes. 

1876a. Did he do his duty ?—Partially. He was an appointee of the Ontario Govy- 
ernment. When we pressed for a more vigorous enforcement, we were told, not by our 
own Inspector, but by a high authority, that the Ontario Government were enforcing 
the law as far as public opinion would warrant them ; and their action appeared to me 
just to resolve itself into this: We are not going to jeopardize ourselves on account of 
the enforcement of this Dominion Act. It looked to me like that. 

1877a. Were representations made to the Inspector himself, urging upon him to 
be more vigilant /—Oh, yes. 

1878a. What answer did he make ?—He would promise faithfully, promise very 
well. 

1879a. Did it end in promising !—Not entirely, but he became more inefficient as 
time rolled on, until finally his actions amounted to very little. 

1880a. Then the Act was repealed !—Then those that supported the Act were dis- 
gusted with the treatment the temperance people received. They felt that they had 
taken hold of the Act in good faith, and worked hard, and paid out a large amount of 
their own money for necessary expenses in carrying out the Act. Being President of 
the Scott Act Association, I am not aware of a dollar being paid out for improper pur- 
poses. We spent considerable money, but in a legitimate way. We looked for a fair 
support from the officers of the law who were expected to enforce the law, especially 
after that portion of the fines was taken from our control. We considered that we did 
not get that fair support, and our people very generally were disgusted with the situation. 

1881la. As a member of the County Council, you perhaps can inform us whether re- 
quisitions were made from year to year upon the Council to provide funds for the pay- 
ment of the expenses of this Board of Commissioners and of the Inspector ?—Well, I am 
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satisfied that they did pay those expenses upon requisitions, which came in the regular 
way. The County Council refused to set apart any portion of that money for the pay- 
ment of a Police Magistrate for Scott Act enforcement. 

1882a. Was there a Police Magistrate appointed for the county !—There was, with- 
out that pledge from the County Council. 

1883a. The statute required them to pay his salary, did it not ?—I am not aware of 
that. I know the Police Magistrate was appointed. 

1884a. Not at the request of the County Council, though ?—No, at the request of 
the Scott Act Association, and not until things had advanced pretty well along. I 
could not give the exact date when he was appointed. The Scott Act Association asked 
for the appointment of a Police Magistrate, and the Government appointed one not in 
harmony with our views. 

1885a. Do you mean not favourable to the Act?—Strongly opposed to the Act. 
But I must say this for him, he made no concealment of his opinions. As President of 
the Scott Act Association, I waited on him with a very respectable deputation of the 
people of Victoria, asking that the Inspector of Police assist in the enforcement of the 
Act, the same as any other Act. His reply was: ‘“ The Scott Act is a relic of the dark 
ages, one of the Acts that cannot be enforced.” Still, he gave us to understand that it 
should be enforced. 

1886a. You are speaking of the Police Magistrate ?—-No; the Mayor of the town, 
who was afterwards Police Magistrate. 

1887a. He told you that before he was appointed Police Magistrate ?—-Yes. We 
waited on him as Mayor of the town, asking him to instruct the police to enforce the 
law, to assist in enforcing the Scott Act the same as they did any other law. He was 
then Mayor of the town of Lindsay, and was afterwards appointed Police Magistrate. 
But I must say this for him: Notwithstanding his strong prejudice, and we were very 
much displeased when he was appointed, yet he did the square thing when evidence 
came before him. I think it is due to the Police Magistrate that I should make this 
statement alongside the other. 

1888a. It is more than right, it is most important that it should be stated ?—Cer- 
tainly. 

18890. Because it is evidence that he did not allow his private opinion to influence 
him in his judicial action ?—But it went to convince our people that the Ontario Govern- 
ment were not rendering us very important service ; for they could not tell what this 
man would do after his appointment, and one of our determined opponents was appointed 
to enforce the Act. 

1890a. Were you engaged in anything besides farming when you were in Ontario 
County ?—I was engaged in brickmaking when I lived in the County of Durham before 
I moved to Victoria. JI rana brick yard within four miles of this town, and had a 
large contract in the timber line, and used to keep about seventy men in winter. 

1891a. As a business man, have you found difficulty from the drinking habits of 
your employees !—Oh, yes, I found very great difficulty ; in fact, drinking men are of no 
use tome. Once in a while I got hold of one. For instance, I had one man who was 
my head brickmaker, a good man but for his weakness for liquor. I had 200,000 bricks 
in the kiln. We fired up on Monday morning, as soon as Sunday was gone, and we 
calculated to get through by Saturday night by pushing the fires all we could. On 
Thursday we had the 200,000 bricks at white heat, which brickmakers will understand 
was just that heat that the bricks would almost run, and it was necessary to keep up 
that heat until Saturday night. When I came to open my kiln, I found that the bricks 
were not burned, and when I came to investigate, the information I got was that on 
Thursday night some person came to the brick yard with whisky and made my man 
drunk—I suppose they all got drunk—and he let the fires down, and the result was 
that 200,000 bricks, worth a thousand dollars, were spoiled, and it would have been just 
as well for me if they had put a large charge of dynamite under them and blown them all 
into the river. I have had some other experience with drinking men, and I have had 
to discharge them. There was one whom I used to send to market with my team to 
sell produce. I used to raise a large amount of hay, and on market day I used to trust 
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my man to sell that hay ; but I could not get a contract for the sale of hay, or wood, or 
anything else ; he would come home drunk, and I had trouble that way. 

1892a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law would you deem it right that 
remuneration should be given to brewers and distillers for plant and machinery that 
would be rendered useless !—I am opposed to compensation to these men for the reason 
that their traftic entails a heavy loss upon others who have nothing to do with it, just 
as it caused me to lose these 200,000 bricks. It entails a heavy loss on families in many 
ways; and I hold that those who sustain the loss, especially through no act of their 
own, are just as much entitled to compensation as the men whose plant is rendered use- 
less by the enactment of prohibition. 

1893a. Then you are opposed to compensation /—I am decidedly opposed to com- 
pensation, unless we compensate all hands that are injured. 

1894a. Would you favour a general prohibitory law /—Yes. 

1895a. Would you favour permitting the manufacture of liquor needed for medici- 
nal, mechanical and sacramental purposes !-—Certainly. 

1896a. Would you propose that that should be manufactured by the Government. 
or by individuals !—That is a matter I have not considered. 


WILLIAM F. CHAMAN, of Peterborough, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1897a. How long have you resided in Peterborough !—Nearly a year. 

1898. What is your occupation /—I am Secretary of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association. 

1899a. How have you found the state of things since your residence here, in regard 
to what you may call the social habits of the people? Are they temperate and sober, or 
otherwise !—-I have noticed a much larger proportion of drinking places, licensed bar- 
rooms, in Peterborough, than I have been accustomed to see in other towns in Ontario- 

1900. Would you say that, speaking without regard to the relative population of 
the various towns!—I was formerly in the city of Brantford, and I know something 
about the towns in the vicinity. I know a great deal about Brantford in particular. 

1901la. Comparing Peterborough with Brantford, for instance ?—In Brantford, 
with about 16,000 inhabitants, we had 18 licensed bar-rooms. In Peterborough, with 
not more than 10,000, we have, if I am correctly informed, 24. 

1902a. Have you any opportunity of observing personally the way those places are 
carried on in Peterborough ?—I am inclined to think, from observation, that the officers 
of the law do as well as they can to enforce the license law ; nevertheless, the law is 
violated on Saturday nights and Sunday. I see young men around the doors of those 
places, and from their appearance I think they have been drinking. 

1903a. Does your association reach young men who have been in the habit of 
frequenting those places /—Well, to some extent. 

1904a. Are you, yourself, in favour of a general prohibitory law /—I am. 

1905a. You have heard the question put to other witnesses about remuneration to 
brewers and distillers ; what would you say as to that ?—Well, I have some doubts in 
my mind. Sometimes I think that on the whole it would be best to compensate them, 
but there may be objections that I have not considered. I would be opposed decidedly 
to compensating retailers, but I am not quite certain concerning manufacturers. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1906a. You necessarily have a good deal to do with young men !— Yes. 
1907a. You are Secretary of the association, and a sort of General Superintendent ? 
—Yes, I suppose so. 
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1908. Do you have in your association facilities for the entertainment and instruc- 
tion of young men ?— Yes. 

1909@. Do you find in Peterborough that the treating system prevails to any extent 
among the young men !—TI think it does, to a great extent. I think that it is more and 
more the cause of nearly all the drinking done by young men. I think the respectability 
which is afforded to the traffic by legalizing it, very largely promotes the treating system. 

1910a. Have you observed, here and elsewhere, that the more attractive and 
pleasant saloons and hotel bars are made, the greater their influence over young men ? 
—TI think that is undoubtedly true. 

191lla@. Is there much drinking among young men in Peterborough ?—I think there 
is a good deal. 

1912a. Sometimes we hear it stated that drinking is altogether amongst what are 
called the lower classes, although I am so much a democrat that I do not see any lower 
classes or any higher classes. But some people say that drinking is largely among the 
lower classes, and that it is only the degraded .who become drunkards. Now, do you 
observe whether the drinking is done by that class, or whether it is found among young 
men of good families, with good business connections and prospects?—I think that 
drinking prevails among all classes of young men. I have in my mind some cases of 
young men of very respectable families, who have been very seriously injured by the 
drink traffic. 

1913a. Have you lived any time in a community where there was even a partial 
prohibition of the trade ?—I have not. 

1914a. Since we are instructed to examine into the moral effects of the traftic, I 
may ask you whether, in carrying on the work of your association and endeavouring to 
promote the morals and christian character of young men, you have found that the 
licensed traffic is a serious interference with your work?—I believe it to be so. 

1915a. Do you know anything else that so seriously interferes with it?—I do not 
know any public thing, that is, anything aside from the inherent tendencies of the 
human heart, that so seriously interferes with the welfare of young men. 

1916. Have you observed that young men who have the drink habit are more 
likely to indulge in other evil habits, as a consequence of that habit ?—I believe so. I 
think it is a companion of all other evils. 

1917a. The companion of, and in some degree the promoter of other moral evils, 
you mean ?—Yes, I think so. 


Mr. SAWERS.—Before the Commission rises, | wish to say that I am instructed 
by my clients to express their satisfaction with the fair and open manner in which the 
proceedings have been conducted. 

Jupce McDONALD.—On behalf of the Commission I will say that we are pleased 
to learn that such an impression prevails, and we would be very sorry if any other 
should have been created. I think the Commissioners are all of opinion that the 
witnesses who have been called, as a general thing, have been very ready to give us the 
information we desired, and have very frankly answered the questions put to them. 
As there are no other witnesses who desire to be heard, I now declare the sitting of 
the Commission closed, to meet again in the city of Hamilton, October 6th. 


The Commission adjourned. 
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HAMILTON, October 6, 1893. 
The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic met this day at 10 o'clock a.m. 
Present : 


JuDGE McDona.p. Rey. Dr. McLeop. Mr. E. F. CLarKe. 


JUDGE McDONALD.—The sitting of the Royal Commission on the Liquor Trattice 
is now open for the despatch of business. I have to explain that the Chairman of the 
Commission, Sir Joseph Hickson, has just returned from Europe, and cannot be with us 
to-day. Mr. Gigault, another member of the Commission, has not yet joined us, but we 
expect he will do so at a later period. The subjects concerning which we have been 
charged to obtain data, are as follows :— 


1. The effects of the liquor traffic upon all the interests affected by it in Canada. 
The measures which have been adopted in this and other countries, with a view 
to lessen, regulate and prohibit the traffic. 

3. The results of these measures in each case. 

4, The effect that the enactment of a prohibitory liquor law in Canada would have 
in respect to social conditions, agricultural business, industrial and commercial interests, 
and to the revenue requir ements of the municipalities, Provinces and of the Dominion ; 
and also as to its capability of efficient enforcement. 

5. All other information bearing on the question of prohibition. 


Her Majesty’s Commission was opened at Brockville on the 2nd of October, for this. 
Province ; therefore it is not necessary to have the Letters Patent read again. It is 
usual in each place to begin by the examination of the Mayor, who I am glad to see is. 
now present. 


PETER C. BLAICHER, of Hamilton, Mayor, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


1918a. How long have you resided in Hamilton /—I have resided in Hamilton or 
vicinity all my life. 

1919a. In what business are you engaged ?—-I am in the druggist business. 

1920a. Can you tell us, in round figures, the population of your city /—Our assessors, 
at the last assessment, make it a little over 49,000 ; but we count ue about 50,000. 

192la. How are the business interests of the city made up? Are they manufac- 
turing or commercial, or both ?—Both, but more particularly manufacturing. We have 
large ‘industries of different kinds carried on. 

1922a. Name a few classes of business/—We have six or seven extensive iron 
works, bridge and ship building, rolling mills, cotton factories, machine shops, a large 
drain tile manufactory, and seven or eight brick manufactories. 

1923a. Have you any shipping industries, or navigation companies ?—We have 
the ship-building industry, and we have the Toronto Steamboat Company, the only line 
of shipping we have. 

1924a. Do these various industries of which you have spoken, give employment to 
a large number of men ?—To a large number of men. 
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1925a. Now, taking your city as it is, with the classes of business there are carried 
on, do you find it an orderly and law-abiding place /—Yes. 

1926a. You have a good class of citizens, then !—A good class of citizens. 

1927a. And the men who are employed in those industries make a good class of 
citizens /—A very good class. 

1928a. What is the character of your city for sobriety, comparing it with other 
places with which you are acquainted /—It compares favourably. 

1929a. You are a member of the Board of Police Commissioners !—Yes. 

1930a. How large a police force do you employ !—Fifty-two men. 

1931a. I notice, in looking at the record before me, that in April, 1891, a vote was 
taken in this city upon the question of the enactment of the Canada Temperance Act, 
commonly called the Scott Act, and it was not carried. Do you remember the occasion ! 
—I do. 

1932a. According to this record, the vote in favour of the Act was 1,661; and 
against, 2,811 ; the majority against the Act being 1,150. Was there a vigorous cam- 
paign !—Not particularly. There was a great deal of talk, but I do not think there were 
any great exertions on the part of those who opposed it. It was a matter of discussion. 
The principal part of our population are British in our sentiment with regard to prohi- 
bition, and they fee! that it would be an encroachment upon their rights and _privi- 
leges. I have heard that argument so frequently made, that I think it is worth men- 
tioning. I think that had an influence on the minds of the people in leading them to 


oppose it. 
1933a. Do you advocate the passage of a prohibitory measure in the country as a 
whole !—I do not. 


1934a. Are you able to form an opinion as to what eftect the enactment of such a 
law would have upon the business interests of this city ?—I certainly think it would have 
a beneficial effect so far as the city is concerned. We have a large population, and cer- 
tainly there is a great deal of money wasted by the poorer class in the use of liquor. 

1935a. In case such a law were enacted, prohibiting the manufacture, importation 
and sale of liquor, would you favour such limitation as would admit the importation of 
liquor for mechanical, sacramental or medicinal purposes !—I would not. 

1936a. You would make the law sweeping, if passed at all !—I would make a 
sweeping law, if passed at all. But I would not favour the passing of such a law. I do 
not favour prohibition in that way. 

1937a. But in case a prohibitory law were passed, you would favour an exception 
allowing the manufacture or importation of liquor for mechanical, sacramentai and medi- 
cinal purposes /—We could not run our business—the chemist business—without the 
use of alcohol. 

1938a. Then you would favour an exception that would cover such cases !—If it were 
carried. But I would not favour it in the first instance. 

1939a. In case such a law were passed would you favour the importation or 
manufacture of liquor for medicinal, sacramental and mechanical purposes !—Yes, 
certainly I would. 

1940a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you consider it right that 
remuneration should be made to brewers and distillers for the loss of their plant and 
machinery which would be rendered useless !—I think so. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1941a. You say you believe a prohibitory law would do good in the community !— 
In the city. 

-1942a. Yet do we understand you to say you would not favour the enactment of 
such a law ?—I would not favour the 2nactment of such a law for the city, because people 
would get it from the outside. I have been in communities where the Scott Act was in 
force, and I noticed that liquor was used just as freely as if there were no such law. 

1943a. Would you favour the passage of a national prohibitory law ?—I would not. 
1944a. And still you believe that a prohibitory law would have a good effect in this 
city /—I think prohibition would have a good effect upon the city, if it prohibited. 
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1945a, Have you observed how the drink trafic affects the social Coe of the 
people of Hamilton, the home life of the people !—Yes. 

1946. Has it a good effect or a bad one?—I do not think it has a bad effect. I 
know, of course, that tt has in individual instances ; but on the whole, I do not think it 
affects the people injuriously in a social way. It affects the lower classes chiefl y- I have 
observed that the use of intoxicants among the aborigines is a very serious matter indeed. 
If they can get liquor they are given entirely to intoxication ; but as they become 
educated by our missionaries, we find they do not indulge so extensively as formerly. 
My opinion is that education is the proper prohibition, No British subject wishes to 
be deprived of what he regards as a privilege, and if the people want a greater degree of 
temperance to prevail, my opinion is that they must begin by educating the people and 
convincing them that they are destroying themselves by the use of liquor. 

1947. Have you observed whether what you call the better classes are affected in 
any way injuriously by the drink traffic and the drink habit !—No, not as a class ; but 
as individuals, yes. 

1948a. Is there any considerable percentage of individuals in what you call the 
better classes, affected by the traffic ?—I do not think so. 

19494, Have you noticed whether the drink trattic has any eftect upon the morals 
of the community at large ?—Speaking of the artisans and the labouring classes, I do not 
think it has any immoral effect in our city. 

1950a. Have you noticed whether the drink trafic affects the industries of this 
community, injuriously or otherwise /—Among the poorer classes, the lower classes, yes, 
among the labouring classes particularly, I think it does. 

1951a. Then there.are lower classes here. Why are they lower? Because they are 
ignorant /—Yes. 

1952a. Unskilled ?—I cannot in all cases say unskilled, but unenlightened. 

1953a, Are the employees in those industries you speak of, affected by the drink 
trattic, that is, do they work less regularly !—I do not think so. 

1954a. Are their wages wasted?-- I do not think so. 

1955a. Is their home life as good as it would be without the drink trafte !—The 
great bulk of it, yes. 

1956a. You think, then, that the drink traftic, as it exists here, does not injuriously 
affect either the social conditions, the morals, or the industrial interests of your com- 
munity /—In answering these questions I would like to have it distinctly understood 
that I speak of the city as a whole. .There are instances where the drink traffic has 
affected individuals, and a very considerable number of them, injuriously, particularly 
among the poorer classes of people who apply for assistance. 

1957a. Do you mean that a good many people need assistance because they have 
wasted their substance through drink !—A great many of them never had any substance. 
They are ignorant, and never seem to rise intellectually. 

1958a. Is that because of the drink habit ?—Not always. 

1959a. Did the drink habit have anything to do with it?—We can point out in- 
stances where I think we might trace degradation and poverty to drink, I will not deny 
that, because I have been taking observations. But, taking the artisans and mechanics 
of Hamilton as a class, I think they are not injuriously affected. 

1960a. But in individual cases ?—In individual cases they are ; and I think it is 
chiefly in cases where they are not properly educated to self-control. 

196la. You believe then, that the people who are enlightened and educated are less 
affected by the trade than what you call the lower classes?——Neither of them are more 
injured by it than they are by other habits or causes. 

1962a. Do you think that the drink traffic, as it is carried on in Hamilton, is an 
advantage to the community ?—I will not say that. 

1963a. Do you think it would be an advantage to the community if the drink traftic 
were wiped out ?—To the community of Hamilton-—I think it would. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


1964a, What law is in operation at present for the regulation and control of the 
trafic ?—The license system. 
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1965a. How many licenses are there in the city ?—Something over a hundred, I 
think. J am not sure about the number. 

1966. How is the law enforced !—Not very well. 

1967a. Are its prohibitory provisions reasonably well observed by those who have 
licenses ?—Yes, pretty well. 

1968a. I suppose, asa member of the Board of License Commissioners, and as 
a Police Commissioner, you have some general knowledge of the condition of affairs 
amongst the licensed places /—Well, in a general way I have. The traffic has been 
chiefly controlled by the License Commissioners. The Police Commissioners have hither- 
to had very little to say about it. 

1969a. But the police, of course, enforce the law in regard to the hours of closing 
and the hours of sale ?—I think so, pretty well. 

1970a. Has there been any attempt made recently to reduce the number of licenses 
in Hamilton ?— Yes, some agitation. 

1971a. Has the question been submitted to a vote of the people within the last 
three or four years /—Not to the people, but to the Council Board. 

1972a. Did the Council Board take any action !—They rejected it, and the number 
of licenses remained about the same. 

1973a. Has there been any increase in recent years?—I do not think there has 


_ been any increase for the last four or five years. No considerable change; there may 


be three or four new men. 

1974a. Do you know if there is much illegal sale in the city among unlicensed 
places ?—I do not think there are many such places. 

1975a. You spoke of your observations of the operation of the Scott Act in some 
other places. What conclusion did you come to as to the way in which that law was 
enforced /—-I do not think it prevented the sale. 

1976a. Would you prefer a system such as that which exists in Hamilton, a license 
system that restricts and regulates, to the condition of things that existed in Scott 
Act districts or counties?—I would. 

1977a. In your opinion, what was the effect on the morals of the community of 
having a law like the Scott Act in force, and practically not observed !—I think it has 
an immoral tendency. There seems to be a strong desire on the part of the drinkers to 
hide themselves, and perhaps indulge to a greater extent than they otherwise would. 

1978a. It has been said that the campaign which took place prior to the vote on 
the Scott Act, had a beneficial influence on the community as an educator ; and that 
notwithstanding the only partial enforcement of the Scott Act, beneficial results have 
been obtained from the educating influence of the campaign and from the delegaliza- 
tion of the traffic, rendering it disreputable. What is your opinion with regard to that ! 
—Well, I never gave that much consideration ; but I certainly would think that dis- 
cussion on the question would have beneficial results. 

1979a. Then, as a matter of course, good results flowed from the adoption of the 
Scott Act ’—I do not say that ; I say from the discussion of it. 

1980a. Do you think that the city here was benefited by the discussion which took 
place before the Act was submitted and defeated ?—I think so. 

198la. Have you given any attention to the effects which the enforcement of a 
prohibitory law has had, say, in Maine, or Kansas, or Ilowa?—No, I have not. I have 
never given much attention to that question, except as a casual observer of what goes 
on. 

1982a. Do you think it would be possible, with the ordinary machinery of law, to 
enforce prohibition in a large centre of population like Hamilton ?—I do not think it 
would. 

1983a. I understand you to say that you believe, if prohibition were possible, that 
it would be beneficial ?—In a community like Hamilton with so large a labouring popu- 
lation. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


19840. You say that the provisions of the license law are well observed by the 
licensees. For instance, the law prohibits the sale after certain hours in the evening 
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and before certain hours in the morning, on Sunday, and to certain people; do the 
licensees observe those prohibitions /—Not so well as I would like. 

1985a. Is it a sort of “Go as you please” ?—No, I cannot say there are a great 
many breaches of the license law. But of course, the law is continually being violated, 
the restrictions are not observed. 

1986a. Are those violators sometimes punished !— Yes, occasionally. 

1987a. Are licenses ever revoked on account of persistent violations /—I do not 
think we have had any instance of it. 

1988a. Of course, the law provides that the license shall be revoked after a certain 
time !—We have in some instances fined parties two or three times, and perhaps three 
or four times. But I do not think there is any instance of revoking a license. 

1989. Do you think it would have a good effect if that feature of the law was, 
more strictly carried out?—-I think so. For the second or third offence, I would 
disqualify them altogether. 

1990a. Have you any reason to believe that there are people selling without a 
license !—Not extensively. There are some. , 

1991la. Are they hunted out?—One very bad case was hunted out by the police 
within a fortnight. 

1992a. And the person punished ?—Punished by a heavy fine. 

1993a. Do you think there are some such persons carrying on the trade more or 
less extensively ?—I do not think there are very many. There might be two or three. 

1994a. Do you regard a hundred licenses as a large number for a city of 50,000 
inhabitants /—Yes, it is more than we need. 

1995«. Taking the licensed places generally, are they what is called high grade, or 
are they of all kinds, high and low?—Well, I think there are too many of them of a 
low grade ; they are just drinking places, and that is one thing that the temperance 
people here have complained of, with perfect right, that the Commissioners license 
houses as hotels which have no accommodation for travellers. “ That has been a very 
serious complaint. 

1996a. The law requires them to have accommodation for travellers !—For a hotel 
license. In my opinion, that is a very serious complaint. Knowing the different pro- 
perties as I do, I think that should be corrected. 

1997. Speaking about property suggests another question. Does the establish- 
ment of a saloon in the vicinity of a property, enhance the value of that property !— 
It very materially enhances the value of the property in which the saloon is. 

1998a. But the adjoining property /—I do not think it does. 

1999a. Does it have any effect on insurance rates for the adjoining property ?—I 
do not think so. 

2000a. But it depreciates the value of the adjoining property, more or less }—Yes, 
rather. 

2001a. Have you quite an intimate knowledge of the provisions of the Scott Act? 
—I cannot say that I am intimately acquainted with it—only from visiting counties a 
few times where the Act has been in force. I have not lived in a Scott Act county. 

2002a. So that your knowledge would be from a hurried visit and from hearsay /— 
Yes. I have a large circle of friends in an adjoining county here, that I meet with 
very frequently, I visiting them and they visiting my family. I refer to the county of 
Halton. 

2003a. That has been a sort of battle ground?—Yes. It is populated by an 
excellent class of people. The great mass of the people in Halton are intelligent. 

2004a. Was not the law pretty well enforced in Halton ?—I think so, in the village. 
But the farmers would bring in their kegs—kegs were at a premium about that time— 
holding five or ten gallons, and they carried liquor to their houses in kegs, where they 
used to sell by the quart. 

2005a. It gave a boom to the cooper business /—Yes, it did. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2006a. The result, then, of the adoption of the Act in some localities, at any rate, 
was to increase drinking in the home by the farmer !—Yes, I think so. They drank more. 
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2007a. Do you think that was a beneficial result, or rather a disastrous one 1—I do 
not think the farmers in that county injured themselves particularly by drink. It is 
mostly beer they used. 

2008a. Was it a better condition of things to have them bring liquor in kegs, and 
demijohns, and jars into their homes, or to go to the taverns and get it? Which was 
the more preferable in the interest of temperance and morality ?—I can scarcely say. 

2009a. You have not formed any opinion about that ?-—No. 

2010a. Is there any good reason why an ordinary drinking shop, or saloon, that has 
no accommodation for travellers, nor restaurant in connection with it, should be licensed 2 
—I do not think so. 

201la. Have you many saloon licenses in Hamilton !—There are very few with 
regular saloon licenses ; but we have quite a number of places that are really saloons 
and are for no other purposes than for drinking, although they have what are called 
hotel licenses. 

2012a. If it were determined to abolish either the hotel or the saloon license, which, 
in the interest of temperance, would it be preferable to suppress /—The saloon. 

2013a. You have no doubt about that ?—I have no doubt about that. 

2014a. The Commission has been told in many places that if one or the other were 
to be suppressed in the interest of temperance, it would be preferable to suppress the 
hotel license, on the ground that young men go into a hotel in the evening ostensibly to 
see friends, or meet travellers, or something of that kind, but really to visit the hotel 
bar, and that there is an amount of secrecy observed in that way which is not carried on 
in the saloon. If a young man enters a saloon, it is understood that he goes in there to 
drink. Under these circumstances, do you think it would be preferable to abolish the 
saloon rather than the hotel license {—I think so, most decidedly. I may say that I 
have observed here very few slinking drinkers. They go right up and ask for what they 
want. 

2015a. Would you favour heavier penalties being imposed upon license holders for 
violation of the law, that is to say, that after having been convicted of two or more 
offences the license should be revoked 1—Yes, decidedly ; I think it would be an improve 
ment on the present license system. It would disqualify those who ought to be dis- 
qualified when they break the law, and let in others, and we would get a class of men 
who would observe the law. There are few here, considering the number in Hamilton, 
who observe the law closely and keep their places respectable, and these, as well as the 
temperance people, complain of the others who do not observe the law. 

2016a. You think it is advisable, as long as a license is given to the trade, that it 
should be kept as respectable as possible /—I think so. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2017a. Are the License Commissioners for Hamilton appointed by the Provincial 
Government !— Yes. 

2018a. So that in reality the corporation here does not control the matter /—They 
do not control the matter of licenses. 

2019a. Do your police look after infringements of the law, or is that done by the 
Inspector appointed by the Provincial Government !—It is supposed to be done by 
the Inspector, and for the last year or two he has had an assistant, and has been more 
active than in former years. In consequence of that assistant, the Police Department 
have not considered this matter to be in their line. But very lately the matter has been 
stirred up a little in the Police Commission, and they have discovered a very bad place 
within the last fortnight, and I suppose they have got it entirely rooted out. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2020a. Has there not been some announcement made recently that there would be 
an investigation into the operation of the license law here !—I do not know. 

2021a. I think there has been an announcement in the papers that it was the 
intention to appoint a Commission to examine into the operation of the license law. 
Would that fact have anything to do with the extra vigilance of the Inspectors and the 
police now ?—It might. I think two years ago the Commissioners were changed here 
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and were supplanted by other men. They are all respectable men, but very strong 
politicians. 

2022a. Quite recently there has been an announcement made to the effect that it 
was proposed to have an investigation into the operation of the license law here !—I 
think I have seen the announcement on more than one occasion. There was a good deal 
of dissatisfaction at the operation of the law, and it was proposed to ascertain what 
grounds there were for the dissatisfaction. Do you know anything about that ?—No, I 
do not. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2023a. As a general thing, do the same people have licenses from year to 
year ?—Pretty near ly. There are a few changes going on all time, but it is pretty nearly 
the same people, and invariably the same buildings. “Some of those saloons have not 
been changed for ten or twelve years. 


G. F. JELFS, barrister and Police Magistrate, of Hamilton, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


20240. How long have you resided in Hamilton /—Twenty-one. years. 

2025a. How long have you practised your profession ?—Ten or eleven years. 

20260. How long have you been Police Magistrate /—Only since last May. 

2027. Your observation of the working of the license law has been that of a citizen 
rather than of an official ?—Yes. 

20280. Since you have been Police Magistrate, have you had many prosecutions 
before you for breaches of the license law ?—I have had, perhaps, eight or ten, may be 
more, for selling within prohibited hours, and selling without license. 

20290. Any case of selling to minors /—No. 

2030a. Or to Indians ?—No. 

2031. And the prohibited hours ?—On Saturday night, and just one case of selling 
during the hours prohibited by the Police Commission, that is, from eleven o’clock in the 
evening until some hour in the morning. 

2032a. Of the cases that came before you in that court, were there many that arose 
out of the use of liquor ?—I think crimes have been induced by the use of liquor; I do 
not say it is the cause of them. 

2033a. Then, I suppose, a good many cases, perhaps a large proportion, are cases of 
drunkenness ?—-Yes. I suppose cases of drunks would exceed all the rest in number. 
3ut in Hamilton there are not many cases. 

2034a. His Worship the Mayor has told us that this is an orderly and law-abid- 
ing community ?—That is my opinion, both as a citizen and as an official. Sometimes 
we have no cases on the docket at all. 

2035a. I suppose, taking the class of population you have, men working in factories 
and the various industries, one might expect even a greater amount of rough conduct 
than in a fairly rural district ?—I think so, especially as we have a certain number of 
sailors coming into our port. 

20360. Yet, notwithstanding these elements of the population, you find the place 
orderly /—Yes. Moreover, this is a kind of depot for tramps coming from the other side, 
a great many transient people. 

2037a. You are a member of the Board of Police Commissioners !—Yes. 

20380. Has that Board anything to do with the enforcement of the license law, 
directly or indirectly !— Indirectly, in seeing that the police do their duty in that respect. 

2039a. Then the police in this city are directed to see to the enforcement of the 
license law ?—They are directed to do all they can in having the license Act obeyed. 
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2040a. Are the officers at the service of the Inspector of Licenses ’—Yes, they help 
him carry out the law. i 

2041a. Do youknow how many licensed places there are in the city of Hamilton!—-No, 

2042a. Do you think there are more than are needed for the requirements of the 
population ?—TI should say so, on the principles that I hold. I do not believe in keeping 
open saloons ; I do not see any use for them at all. i 

2043. If either were to be abolished, the hotel or the saloon, which, in your opinion, 
should be got rid of, in the interests of the community ?—I should say the saloon, cer- 
tainly. I do not see any use for saloons at all. 

20440. How many places have you in Hamilton that should be called saloons, that 
have not the accoinmodation required for travellers /—They may have the accommoda- 
tion without its ever being used. That is my observation. 

2045a. But they are enabled to pass the examination of the Inspector ?—I should 
judge so. J am not speaking from any certain knowledge. 

2046a. You think from the knowledge you have, that there are places in Hamilton 
which really depend upon the drink traffic !—Yes, certainly. 

2047a. Is there any regulation here to prohibit or to prevent the sale of liquor in 
connection with billiard rooms, to keep them entirely separated ?—I think not. A billiard 
room, of course, has no right to sell. 

2048a. But, I mean, is there a regulation preventing a man who sells liquor from 
keeping a billiard room in connection with his house ’—No, I think not. 

2049a. Have you had any experience yourself of the working of a prohibitory law? 
—No, none more than my general observation of the Scott Act. 

2050a. In the County of Halton ?—Yes. 

205la. Was the Scott Act in force in Welland ?—No. 

2052a. Was it in force in Lincoln ?—I am not sure. 

2053. Have you had an opportunity of seeing the working of the Scott Act in the 
adjoining County of Halton ?—I have been there, attending courts. 

2054a. How did you find the law observed !—I found ditticulty in getting what I 
wanted, if I wanted anything. i 

2055a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, preventing the manufacture, 
importation and sale of intoxicating liquors, would you deem it right that remuneration 
should be made to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery which would be 
rendered useless !—Yes, I think that is just. 

2056a. Do you yourself advocate the passage of a prohibitory law ?—No, I do not. 
I am strongly opposed to it. 

2057a. On what ground ?—On general principles, that you are attempting to do 
something that never should be done, interfering with the rights of the subject. I do 
not believe, when men give up their civil rights, or a portion of them, they should give 
up the right of doing a thing which is not wrong in itself. Apart from that, I do not 
think you could ever satisfactorily enforce it. To enforce an Act of that kind would be 
worse than the offence itself. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


2058. In what way ?—I do not believe you would have the public sympathy in 
enforcing that Act. There would be a reaction, even among the temperance men. When 
a man is placed in the dock charged with doing that which he felt was no sin in itself, 
but is called a sin by Act of Parliament, the public will always sympathize with him. 
You could never enforce it. The law would be a farce. 

20590. Did you have some opportunity of judging of the operation of the Scott Act 
in counties where it was law. In trials for the violation of the Scott Act, was there 
much perjury or false swearing occasioned by the attempted enforcement of the Act !— 
I could not speak with entire certainty as to that, but from my own observation of cases 
that came before me, there was any amount of perjury resorted to. I am satisfied that 
in those cases there are people who will swear to anything to get off. 

2060a. Also in cases where parties are charged with violations of the license law ?— 
Yes, I suppose the same would be the case. 
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2061a. Have you given attention to the effect of the operation of prohibitory laws 
upon the morals of the community /—Nothing more than what I have read on both 
sides. I have not formed any particular opinion as to that. 

2062a. But you have concluded that you would not favour prohibition ?—I certainly 
would not. I hold different views from other people on that point. 

2068a. Do you think it would be possible to enforce a prohibitory law in Hamilton ? 
—TI think not. You could not do it. 

2064a. Regarding the operation of a license law, is there much difficulty in securing 
compliance on the part of the licensees with its prohibitory provisions ?—There is great 
difficulty, and there is great difficulty in detecting violations for the reasons I have 
stated. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2065a. Do you think it would be possible for you to give us from your records, a 
statement of the total number of offences dealt with by your court, designating the 
number of drunks, so that we can see the proportion they bear to the whole number ?— 
You can just add up the total number and take out the drunks. 

2066a. Have you presented a report to the City Council?—lI think, perhaps, the 
Chief of Police has something of that sort. 

2067a. We would like to know the number of offences that are tried in your court, 
and the classification _—I should say that the drunks would be the larger number, then 
cases of assault. 

2068a. Your observation is that these assaults are more or less connected with 
drink /—No, independently. 

2069a. Not induced by drink ?—In some cases induced by drink ; but I should 
say there were more cases of assault with which drink had nothing to do. 

2070a. Would there be cases of assault where the parties were total abstainers ?—I 
could not say as to that, but there was no question of drink. They were not drunken 
rows. 
2071a. Would the parties be more or less addicted to the habit of drinking ?—Oh, 
yes ; I should say they are drinking men. 

2072a. Is there a large number of total abstainers coming before your court charged 
with offences of any kind ?!—The question may be put as to their being drunk, but it 
was never put as to whether they are total abstainers. 

2073a. What is your judgment, from your general observation, with regard to the 
people who come before you !—I should say that they drink, as a rule. 

2074. Have there been very many cases for the violation of the license law ?—My 
belief is that if a man has a bad disposition, it will come out more quickly when he is 
drunk than when he is sober. But a man may be of a good disposition, and the drink 
would not alter that at all. 

2075a. I think you said there had been a good many cases before you for violation 
of the license law /—No, not since I was there. I think, perhaps, five or six cases. 

2076a. I notice that in this report to the Provincial Treasurer, where Hamilton is 
mentioned, that the fines collected in 1890 amounted to $1,080, and in 1892 to $1,481, 
a considerable increase. Now, do you know if these fines were imposed upon violators 
of the license law, or are they the total fines for all offences growing out of the drink 
traffic ?—I am not sure about that. 

2077a. These are probably fines against violators of the law in one form or another ? 
Yes, all put together. 

2078a. I notice the expenses of Commissioners, salaries of Inspectors, have in- 
creased from $1,200, in 1889-90, to $1,925 in 1891-92 1—I think that is partly accounted 
for by the appointment of an assistant License Inspector, who is a very efficient officer. 
There have been more prosecutions and more detectives. 

2079a. Have you any reason to know whether there are many illicit sellers in 
Hamilton, men who have no license at all?—I should say not. Violations are thoroughly 
looked after in all these cases. The officials are very earnest and attentive in following 
up any case they get, and sometimes they find it very difficult to convict. Not long ago 


they succeeded, after repeated efforts, in closing up one very bad place. 
G. F. Jers. 
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2080a. The diligence of the police in this matter is very recent, is it not ?—I could 
not speak as to the action of the police before I came on the Bench. 

208la. But up to a recent date the police were under the impression that they had 
nothing to do with this matter ?—It arose, I think, in this way: There has been of 
late an effort to stir up the License Commissioners and others to enforce the Act. In 
one of the papers in Hamilton complaints were made that it was not being enforced by 
the police as much as it should be. I do not think that all the Police Commissioners 
are agreed now that the police should devote so much time as is expected of them in 
looking after these violations. There is a difference of opinion, because it is not altogether 
advisable that policemen should be watching a house for an hour at a time. Sometimes 
the Inspectors have given evidence that they watch houses in the city for a long time 
before they could get an opportunity of detecting the violation. 

2082a. It is difficult to keep them regulated ?—Yes, and for the reason that the 
police were not directed to watch them as closely as they are doing now. But they were 
instructed to use diligence to detect offences against the Act. 

2083a. Now, what has been your observation, as a citizen, of the effects of the drink 
traffic as carried on here, upon the social conditions of the community, the moral life and 
the industrial interests of the community ?/—There is no doubt that there are many 
cases in which drinking must have a bad effect, but I do not think itis at all as bad in 
this community as elsewhere. Of course it exists here as a social evil, but perhaps not 
to the same extent.as in some other places of a similar size. But I cannot speak with 
much authority, because I am not very sociable myself ; I am not much in society, and 
cannot speak from actual knowledge. 

2084a. What we would like to get at is, whether the traffic, in its effects on the 
social conditions generally, on the moral life of the people and on the industrial interests, 
is good or bad, and whether the removal of the traffic, if that were possible, would im- 
prove those conditions and interests !—No; I think, taking it altogether, it would not. 

2085a. Explain a little more.—I think the people would be drinking just the same 
under prohibition. I do not see how you could prevent it. We are so close to the 
American border that there would be smuggling carried on, cheating, lying and perjury, 
things worse than the drinking itself. 

2086a. Do you think the license system regulates the trade to any extent ?—I think 
the license system is unjust. It is class legislation, and it enables liquor to be sold by 
large monopolists. If I had the making of a law, I would remove all restrictions on the 
trade and have free sale. I would punish a man for adulterating liquors. 

2087. You think, then, that the license system creates monopolies !—Yes; it. is 
keeping up large breweries with large capital, and cutting off the smaller ones. 

2088a. In many places the licensed saloons are not owned by the men who run 
them. The men who run them are simply the employees or agents of large brewers or 
distillers. How is it in Hamilton ?—It is often so, I believe, directly or indirectly, to a 
large extent. 

2089a. I have seen a statement to the effect that there are at least 60 licensed 
places in the city of Hamilton really owned by one man ?—I could not say as to the 
number, but I believe they are so greatly interested that you may say they have control 
of them. I do not believe in such monopolies. 


By Judge McDonald: 


2090a. You have just spoken of a matter to which our attention has been called in 
other places, that is, with regard to the adulteration of liquor. Have you reason to 
suppose that there is adulteration of liquor at the present time ?—I think there must be. 
I do not think the whisky that you can buy in ordinary places is fit to drink. 

2091a. I suppose there is a temptation to adulterate, in order to make a greater 
profit /—Yes. 

2092a. It has been represented to us, also, in some places, that where liquor is 
diluted with water to increase the volume, something must then be added to give strength 
and fire to it, and that deleterious substances are used for that purpose?—Yes, that is 
the greatest evil. I have no doubt they do it. 

2093a. We have heard in some cases that tobacco is added, and in some cases what 
is called bluestone ?—Yes, I have heard bluestone mentioned. 
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2094a. Would you favour a provision in the law which would require frequent 
inspection of liquors ?—I would, certainly. | think they should come under Government 
inspection, and a man should be punished for adulteration. 

2095a. You have mentioned just now a matter of considerable interest, that is, as 
to whether a licensed system should prevail at all, or whether a free sale of liquor would 
be better. We have found one city, Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island, where free 
sale exists. That city was formerly under the Scott Act, and the citizens repealed the 
Act. The Legislature of the Island would not pass a license law, and the consequence 
was that the city of Charlottetown came under what is called the free sale of liquor. It 
remained so for a year, at the end of which time the Legislature passed a regulation law 
requiring places to be closed at ten o’clock at night, to be closed on Sunday, and to have 
the sale in a front room ; but still any person may sell. I understand that you would 
favour some such law ?— Yes. 

2096a. And you would surround it with proper regulations /—Yes. 

2097a. Restrictions as to hours of selling and so on ?—I would not favour selling 
on Sunday more than any other business. 


by Mr. Clarke - 


2098. And selling on Saturday night !—My observation is that early closing on 
Saturday night is a good feature, and I would retain that. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2099a. In effect you would continue what is called the prohibitory clauses of our 
own license law ?—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2100a. Would you require that persons selling liquor, should have hotel accomoda- 
tion /—I think the hotel might be licensed in some way and kept open as a hotel for the 
benefit of the travelling public, independently of the liquor altogether. My own opinion 
is that the great mass of the population of this town are temperate men, who can drink 
when they like, and not take more than they need. 

2101la. You think the great majority of the people have control of their appetites ?— 
I think they have. Take Hamilton, for instance, it is not a drinking place at all. If 
you go through the city you will see the workingmen in their homes, possessing comfor- 
table places, which they could not possess if they were accustomed to drink to excess. 
The most of them own their own places. 

2102. You speak of the present law as class legislation. Do you consider the 
Scott Act as class legislation—class legislation in so far as it permits those who can afford 
it, to bring in a dozen bottles from outside /—Yes, it had that effect, certainly. 

2103a. Do you consider it class legislation, to a certain extent /—Yes, in so far as 
it had that effect. Of course a man living near the border, or living right in the middle 
of a Scott Act county, could store up enough for his own use all the year. It would be 
hard for a man who really required something for his sick wife, and could not get any- 
thing at all. 

2104a. If the present system is to be retained, as between a licensed saloon, and a 
licensed hotel, which would you prefer ?—The hotel certainly. 

2105a. Is there any good reason for continuing the existence of the saloon licenses ? 
—None at all. I would favour their abolition. 


G. F. JELFs. 


———————— 
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HUGH 'McKINNON of Hamilton, Chief of Police, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


2106a. How long have you resided in Hamilton ?—I have been a resident of 
Hamilton since 1862. I have been Chief of Police nearly seven years. 

2107a. How large a force have you under your command !—Fifty is our full number. 

2108a. The police force is appointed by a Board of Commissioners /—Yes. 

2109a. As a general thing, do you attend the Police Court daily !—Yes, as a general 
thing. 

2110a. Taking the cases that come before that court, is there any large proportion 
of them arising from the use of strong drink !—A very large number of them do. 

211la. Distinguishing the arrest cases from the summons cases, do a still larger 
proportion of the former arise from the use of drink ?—Yes. 

2112a. I suppose there are many summons cases, for breaches of the snow by-law, 
having unlicensed dogs, and so on, that would swell the total number, and that could 
heardly be called ordinary Police Court cases !—We have a good many of them. 

2113a. But taking the arrest cases, a far larger proportion arise from drunkenness ? 
—Yes. 

2114a. To any greater extent, according to the population, than in other places !— 
No. 

2115. From your acquaintance with this city, do you find that Hamilton, com- 
pares favourably with other places in respect to good order and obedience to law ?—Cer- 
tainly. 

2116a. I understand you have a class of population here, men who sail on the lakes, 
and men who work in factories, different from those found in other places ; and so you 
have to make a greater allowance for those people?—We have a large transient 
population. 

2117a. Even allowing for that class, do you find the city compare favourably with 
other places !—Yes, with any place I know of. 

2118a. What system do you follow in making arrests for drunkenness. Supposing 
a man is under the influence of liquor upon the street, but not agressive or troublesome, 
is he allowed to proceed to his home ?— Yes. 

2119a. Is it a part of the duty of your force to see that the provisions of the license 
law are carried out /—Yes. 

2120a. And you give such an amount of attention to that duty as you can /—As 
much as we can. 

2121a. Of course, your first duty is the regular police duty /—Yes. 

2122a. So far as you can, consistently with that, you attempt to enforce the license 
law 1— Yes. 

2123a. In the discharge of that duty do you visit places where liquor is sold, and 
examine them, inspect them ?—Not as a matter of inspection. 

2124a. You go in to see whether those places are the resort of drunken people ; 
and on Sundays, do you keep an eye on them to see whether they are observing the 
law ?—There is a general instruction to the police to see that the license places observe 
the law. 

2125a. Is a policeman permitted to go into these places alone ?—Yes, when on 
duty, for the purpose of his duty. 

2126a. Have you reason to suppose that adulterated liquors are sold to any 
extent in this city 7—I cannot speak as to that. It would be a mere matter of presump- 
tion. 

2127a. We were informed in Montreal, for instance, by the police authorities that 
liquor had upon -persons who became drunk such a peculiar effect, rendering them in 
some cases like lunatics, that they were satisfied the lquor must have contained 
something else than ordinary alcohol. Do you find persons arrested here who are affec- 
ted in that way /—Well, we find that liquor does not have the same effect on all people. 
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One man would become perfectly stupid and dull; another one would become wild, 
and crazy. 

2128a. Is he stupid to such an extent that he is paralyzed for the time being ?—I 
think it all depends upon the quantity of liquor a man takes. 

2129a. Then nothing has occurred here to lead you to suppose that liquors are 
extensively adulterated !—No. Anything I could say would be merely a matter of opi- 
nion. Of course all who have had experience know that liquors are adulterated. You 
may go into one place and get a drink that would be almost poison ; in another place 
you might get a drink that would render you paralyzed. 

2130a. Do you find that persons in the trade in Hamilton observe the law very 
well ?—TI consider the law in Hamilton is fairly well observed. 

213la. I understand you have a number of places in this city which are really 
what may be called saloons, simply for the sale of liquor, where travellers are not enter- 
tained. How many such places have you!—I cannot say ; but there are persons who 
have what is called a saloon license. 

2132a. If a law were passed to do away either with the saloon or with the hotel, 
which, in the interests of the community, would it be better to dispense with ?—The 
saloon, most decidedly. 

21330. You think that is the greater evil?—I do. I do not think there is any 
question about that, in the mind of any person. It would not even be a question with 
the saloon man himself. 

2134a. We have found sections of country in which there is a strong opinion to 
the contrary. There are some persons who take the view that a saloon being for the 
sale of liquor only, a good many people will hesitate about going into it who will go 
into hotels to see their friends, or to call upon men in business, and that while there 
they will take a drink ; on these grounds it is argued that the hotel is a more danger- 
ous place for young men than the saloon?!—I do not think so at all. As the result of 
my observation, J think the saloon is the more dangerous and produces the greater 
evil. 

2135a. Have you any statistics with you?—I was asked to bring statistics of 
arrests, distinguishing drunkenness from other cases. I produce the following table : 


Drunkenness and 


Year. Total arrests. Degnicand disorderke Convictions. 
1886 2,485 (ao bly gs 
1887 3,048 904 2,262 
1888 2,799 850 2,092 
1889 2,901 936 2,035 
1890 2,575 834 1,808 
1891 2,073 428 1,432 
1892 1,920 360 1,293 


2136a. How do you account for the decrease in the last two or three years in the 
number of arrests for drunkenness /—Well, we have discussed among ourselves how to 
account for it. Perhaps the so-called hard times, not so much money floating, may be 
given as the reason why there have not been se many arrests for drunkenness in the 
last two or three years. In fact, there have not been so many arrests generally. 

2137a. Have you found as a citizen that there is a general growth of good habits 
among the people, and of temperance sentiment !—There is a growing sentiment against 
drink and drinking habits. 

2138a. Do you find that that is promoted by the religious and moral influences in 
the community, that temperance societies and churches are doing their best in that line? 
—Yes, they are working in that way, here as in other places. I find, also, that business 
men and large business concerns frown down on their employees and others who have 
drunken habits. 

2139a. They do that, I suppose, as a business matter?—As a business matter. 
Business men have not the same confidence in people with drinking habits. 

2140a. Is there much poverty in Hamilton !—In proportion to the population, no. 

Hucu McKinnon. 
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214la. What poverty there is, do you attribute it to any extent to drinking habits ! 
—I attribute to drink a great deal of the poverty and degradation in our city, as in 
other places. 

2142a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law ’—Yes. 
I was for years the Chief of Police in Belleville, while a local prohibitory law was in 
force in the County of Prince Edward. 

2143a. Was that the Dunkin Act?—No, I think the Scott Act was in force in 
Prince Edward. 

2144a. What was your experience of the working of the Act?—Prince Edward 
County was just across the bay from Belleville, where I was Chief of Police. The law 
was very openly broken there, and apparently just as much liquor was sold, and as 
openly sold, as it was before the Act was passed. I was frequently in Napanee, in the 
County of Lennox and Addington, when the Act was in force there, but I could not see 
any difference. — 

2145a. Did you have any occasion to go into the counties of Northumberland and 
Durham when the Act was in force ?—I have been in those places, but I never saw any 
difference. , 

2146a. The law was adopted there in 1886 and repealed in 1889 ?—I cannot speak 
as to those places. 3 

2147a. Was not the Dunkin Act in force in Lennox and Addington at one time 
before the Scott Act came in !—I think so ; when I was in Belleville, in 1885, the Scott 
Act was in force in Lennox and Addington. 

2148a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, preventing the manufacture, 
importation and sale of intoxicating liquors, would you deem it right that remuneration 
should be made to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery which would be 
rendered useless?—I do. That is a view I have held since I have thought on the sub- 
jJect—that people who entered into the trade while it was legitimate, made their invest- 
ments in it and carried on a legitimate business, if they were prohibited from carrying 
on that business, they should be recouped for their loss. ; 

2149a. Do you yourself advocate the passage of a general prohibitory measure in 
Canada, preventing the manufacture and sale of Jiquor !—I would not express an opinion 
on that subject. 

2150a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you expect that it could be 
efficiently enforced /—It would be surrounded with all sorts of obstacles, and it would 
be a very serious matter to enforce it. 

215la. Why ?—On account of public sentiment. If the people were unanimously 
in favour of a prohibitory law, and unanimously in favour of carrying it out, it could 
then be enforced ; but when a large portion of the people is opposed to it, there are all 
sorts of difficulties in enforcing it. 

2152a. Do you find a different sentiment exists concerning the enforcement of this 
law from that which exists in regard to other laws?—A decided difference. 

2153a. In enforcing the provisions of such a law, can you easily get evidence !—It 
is surrounded with all sorts of difficulties. My experience is that people, in whom you 
would ordinarily have confidence, will go into the witness box and, in general terms, 
do not hesitate to perjure themselves in liquor cases. That is my experience of seven- 
teen years. 

2154a. Do you find that trouble to exist in prosecutions under the license law, for 
instance, for selling without a license or on Sunday !/—Just the same. 

2155a. Does it exist to the same extent in prosecutions for selling without license, 
under the license law 1—Well, under the license law we have a different class of people, 
who are engaged in a business which is considered legitimate, men of better character 
than those who would be engaged in an illicit trade, and they would be more amenable 
to the law. 

2156a. Do you find a sentiment of this kind: that where a license law exists and 
people begin selling illicitly, there is a greater disposition in favour of putting them 
down than exists in favour of putting down liquor selling in a community where no 
licenses are given !—Yes, I do. 
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By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2157a. Was the Dunkin Act in force in Belleville when you were Chief of Police ? 
No, but it was in the adjoining county. We had the license system in Belleville. 

2158a. I suppose you had the same dittculties that you have here in reference to 
unlicensed selling !—Just the same. 

2159a. And there are the same violations of the license law here by the licensees 
themselves /—Yes, they sell in prohibited hours, on the Sabbath and to minors, and 
perhaps to Indians and drunken men, sometimes. 

2160a. Are there many such cases brought before the court? When a licensee is 
convicted of a violation, is his license revoked ?—I know a number that have been 
driven out of the business. 

216la. Have your Commissioners revoked licenses because the holders persistently 
violated the provisions of the law !—They may have done so at the end of the year. I 
do not recollect many places where a license was revoked in the interim. Some have 
been driven out of the business for violation of the law. 

2162a. Do you think the licensees generally observe these prohibitions, or do they 
more or less violate them regularly ?—I do not doubt at all but that there are a number 
who persistently violate the law. I also know that there is a number who are in the 
business in Hamilton who strictly observe the law. This I gather from reports I have 
in my own department and from citizens. 

2163a. It is difficult for you to detect and convict those who do violate the law !— 
It is difficult, because those who break the law make up their minds to do it, and sur- 
round themselves with all sorts of protection. 

2164a. Yet these men get a license year after year /—Presuming that what I say 
is correct, that those people do break the law year after year, the same men do get 
licenses. 

2165a. Has the number of licenses decreased since 1886, or is it about the same 
number as it was then? We are told that there are about one hundred now !—One of 
my Inspectors says there are ninety-five saloon and tavern licenses ; and we have some 
thirty odd shop licenses. 

2166a. Have you any reason to believe that the men who hold shop licenses, sell 
for drinking on the premises? Of course the law gives them the right to sell only in 
bottles ’—Well, all I can say with reference to that is, that I believe there have been 
some cases in our Court where liquor has been sold and consumed on the premises. 

2167a. From your observation, do you believe that is generally done ?—I cannot 
say as to that. My attention has been called more to drinking around saloons and 
taverns. 

2168. I suppose liquor is sold illicitly in some places /—There are very few indeed. 
We have ferretted some out. There was one notorious place here which we had made 
many efforts to convict. They managed to change owners frequently, but recently we 
raided this place several times and secured convictions, and I think probably it will be 
wound up. But from my observation, there are very few places in this city, where 
liquor is sold illicitly. 

2169a. The one hundred places supply the demand /—Yes. 

2170a. You think, however, that some of these men who hold licenses, do violate 
the law ?—It is a difficult matter to detect them on account of the manner in which 
they surround themselves. It is a difficult matter for the regular officers of a force to 
detect them. It needs special work. After all, the time to get at those men who persis- 
tently break the law is on the lst of May, when licenses are granted. 

2171a. But there does not seem to be any difference, they still get licenses /—Many 
of them do not. 

2172a. Some of them have a license only for one year, and then drop /— Yes. 

2173a. Have you observed whether there are cases where men have been convicted 
of violating the law and are unable to get their license renewed, still another license is 
issued to the same men but under the name of a brother, or father or son, or friend ?— 
No, I do not know any cases of that kind. 
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2174a. The place remains, but the names change ?—I do not know of any case 
where the place remains and the business is carried on by the same person under another 
name. ; 
2175a. Do you know whether a large number of the saloons and other drinking 
places in Hamilton, are really owned by one or two concerns, and the people in charge 
are only agents ?—I do not know about that. 

2176a. Is there a good deal of juvenile crime !—A great deal of juvenile crime, 
has developed in the last few years. 

2177a. To what do you attribute that /—Want of proper home control. 

2178a. Have you observed whether that want of proper home control is caused by 
the drinking habits of parents ?’—No, I know very many instances of juvenile crime 
where the parents are sober and industrious. 

2179a. Have you found that boys and girls run at large because the drinking 
habits of their parents cause them to be neglected !—In some cases, of course. 

21800. What form of juvenile crime prevails !—Theft. In fact, our most expert 
thieves in the city are lads in their teens. 

2181a. Do these boys resort to saloons and drink a little themselves !—The majority 
of them do not. Of course, they are quite young. We have them under fifteen years of 

“age ; quite a large proportion of boys of this class are under fifteen. 

2182a. Are these the sons of parents who are reputable citizens, sober and god- 
fearing !/—Well, I would not say that, but I would say respectable citizens. 

21830. Most of these young fellows belong to that class !—Yes. 

2184a. And not the homes of those who are given to drink ?—Not to the homes 
of those that are of drunken habits. 

2185a. Your observation, then, is that the children of people who are given to drink, 
are well ordered, while a good many of the children of parents who are not given to 
drink, are going to the dogs !—I have not put it that way ; you put it that way. 

2186a. What do you say ?—I say that the large proportion of them do not belong 
to parents of idle, drinking habits. The majority belong to parents of a class who are 
fairly industrious and sober. 

2187. I do not speak of people who are given up to drunkenness, but I speak of 
the drink habit. It is not a question between moderate drinking and excessive drink- 
ing Well, I do not know where we can draw the line. 

2188a. You are not able to discriminate as to that?—No, I am not. I do not 
say they are absolutely sober, that they do not drink. I do not think they are 
abstainers. 

2189a. You do not say they are absolutely non-drinkers 7—No, I do not pretend to 
say that at all. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2190a. As a matter of fact, you do not know ?—No, 
219la. You say they are sober people ?—Yes, sober and industrious people. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod - 


2192a. I see that you arrested last year, 1,920 persons, of which there were 1,293 
convictions. Now, out of the total number of arrests for disorders and petty crimes, are 
there a great many who, so far as your knowledge goes, are total abstainers ; or are they 
men given more or less to drink !—The majority of those who are charged with assaults 
and disorders of that kind, are given to drink ; that is, those offences arise through 
drinking, especially cases of assault and battery. 

2193. Is the social evil prevalent in Hamilton !—The social evil is in existence in 
Hamilton. 

21940. Is it regularly established in Hamilton as it is in some large cities, where 
portions of the city or streets are devoted to it ?—No, not in that way, but there are 
such houses in existence in the city. 

2195«. Do you know whether drink is sold in those houses ?—I do not know, but 
it is usually one of the belongings. 

2196a. Are such houses licensed to sell liquor !—They are not. 
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2197a. I suppose such houses are raided frequently, and sometimes drink is found ! 
— Sometimes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2198a. You said a good many cases came before the court for assault and battery, 
which arose out of the use of liquor. Have you found, in your experience as a peace 
officer, that the higher crimes, burglary, arson and forgery, are committed by men who 
are addicted to the drink habit !—They may drink, but they are not drunkards. 

2199a. Those cases of assault and battery, and disorderly conduct, are generally 
committed by those who are drinkers /—Well, through the influence of liquor, or rather 
while under the influence of liquor. 

2200a. Are these expert juvenile thieves addicted to the liquor habit Well, they 
are so young that I do not think they are 

220la. Are they children of Canadians, native born, or are they children of immi- 
grants !—Many of them are native born ; and many others are importations. 

2202a. I suppose you do not know what percentage the importations would be ? 
No, I cannot speak as to that. 

2203a. Did you hear the testimony of the Police Magistrate, and his views regard- . 
ing the proper way of dealing with this traffic !—Yes, I did. 

2204a. Do you concur in that view /—I do not. 

2205a. You prefer the present system, at any rate, to free sale /—Most decidedly. 

2206a. You have had experience of the operation of the Scott Act and the Dunkin 
Act in Prince Edward County, in Lennox and Addington, and other counties surround- 
ing Hastings. Would the system which obtained there, be preferable to a license system ? 
—Not at all, in my opinion. 

2207a. Was the partial prohibition that prevailed under the Scott Act, conducive 
to temperance and sobriety ?—I do not think it was in the places I have named ; cer- 
tainly it was not in Picton and Napanee. 

2208a. Was the effect demoralizing upon the community /—Liquor was sold indis- 
criminately against the law —practically, universally. I was at Wingham, in the County 
of Huron, and I was surprised to discover afterwards that the Scott Act was in existence 
there. 

2209a. You did not know from anything you saw in the hotels that the traffic was 
prohibited ?—I did not know it until the next day. In discussing the matter next day 
with persons on the train, I was surprised to learn that the Scott Act was in existence 
in that town. 

2210a. Do youknow what were the causes which led to the non-enforcement, or only 
the partial enforcement, of the Scott Act ?—Well, a law that is left to the general public 
to enforce, will be neglected. 

2211la. But in most of these counties where the Act was carried, there was a large 
vote in its favour, and machinery was provided to enforce the law by the appointment 
of Commissioners and Inspectors. If the vote in those counties was an indication that 
the people were in favour of the Scott Act and its enforcement, how is it that that feel- 
ing and opinion did not crystallize itself into some determined and persistent effort to 
enforce the Act !—The only reply I can give is that the mass of the people themselves 
did not feel inclined to go to the front and enforce the law. 

2212a. Public sentiment was not sufficiently strong—is that it ?—Well, in reference 
to public sentiment, you take a great mass of people and ask them their opinion on the 
straight question of prohibition, and most of them will say at once; We will go for 
prohibition, we prefer not to have any liquor at all, but we are opposed to the sectional 
enforcement of a prohibitory law. 

2213a. They would prefer to have Provincial or national prohibition instead of pro- 
hibition in counties ?—Just that. People are not satisfied with a law under which it is 
illegal to sell liquor here, while right across the street, or across a section line, you can 
get all the liquor you want. 

2214a. In case we had Provincial national prohibition, would there not be great 
dithculty in enforcing the law ?—A tremendous amount of difficulty. 
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2215a. From the proximity of the frontier here and in other places, do you think 
it would be possible to enforce the law in Hamilton ?—It would keep a large army very 
busy. 

2216a. Regarding the decrease in the number of arrests for drunkenness and disor- 
derly conduct during the past two years, you attribute it to the dullness of the times? 
—I think so. 

2217a. Have you thought of any other cause for the decrease? Is there a more 
earnest feeling in Hamilton in favour of temperance that has led to this decrease ?—Of 
course, there is a strong sentiment in Hamilton in favour of temperance, and I think 
drinking is becoming, as I said a little while ago, more unpopular with the employers of 
all sorts of labour. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod ; 


2218a. You have said that the non-enforcement of the Scott Act in those counties 
was not conducive to temperance and sobriety. Now, do. you believe, from your own 
observation, that the licensed drink system is conducive to temperance and sobriety ! 
No, it is not. Of course, if I were asked I would say that until such time as we can 
get national prohibition, well enforced, the license system is preferable to any local pro- 
hibition. 

2219a. Local prohibition you think is ineffective because liquor is all about the 
locality, and the law is violated !—Just that. 

2220a. We have been told that some men violate the provisions of the license law 
here frequently, and yet their licenses are continued. In some places we have got the 
impression that politics enter somewhat into the fact of continuing these licenses. Do 
you think that is the case here ?—I do not wish to answer that question. 

2221a. We did learn in some places that petitions, largely of a political character, 
were presented in behalf of certain persons whose licenses ought to have been revoked ; 
but I will not press you to say whether that applies to Hamilton !—You will probably 
find some others who can answer that. 

2222a. Speaking about burglaries and those higher crimes, you say that the men 
are not drunk when they commit them. I suppose they are sober as a matter of busi- 
ness !—What I meant to say was this, that I do not believe drink has anything at all 
to do with the criminal habits of such people. 

2223a. With the criminal habits of any people !—No, I do not include a man who 
will pick up an overcoat and go and sell it to some pawn shop for fifty cents to buy 
liquor with. 

22240, You think that crime grows out of his appetite /—I do not look upon that 
man as a criminal. He is an unfortunate, it is a disease. 

2225a. Is a product of the license system !—He is a product of his own drinking 
habits. There was a time, probably, when he was as sober as you and I. 

2226a. But the the burglar and the man who commits high crimes of that sort, is 
not a criminal because he is a drinking man. Is that what you mean ?—That is what I 
mean. 

2227a. Do you find that the burglar is generally a drinking man, but he is not 
drunk when he is about his business !—Well, I find an expert burglar is like a successful 
business man. He is not a drunkard. 

22280. Do you find burglars sometimes that are not drinking men ?—I have found 
some. 

2229a. Do you find burglars sometimes who do not. resort to drinking places !— 
They are just like an ordinary citizen so far as their drinking habits are concerned. 

2230a. Speaking in a broad way, do you find that the drink habit, the drink trafhe, 
and crime, are a good deal mixed up !—They go hand in hand a great deal 

223la. Have you an impression that if the drink traffic were abolished, there would 
be a diminution of crimes of some sorts !—Yes. 

2232a. Of the kinds of petty thefts /—Petty thefts, assaults, and wife-beating. 

2233a. I dare say the ill-treatment of wives and children comes under your atten- 
tion more or less !—Yes. 
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2234. Do you find that the ill-treatment of wives and children is in any proportion 
attributable to the drink habit of husband or father ?—Well, it is natural for some men 
.to be brutes towards their wives, and they are sometimes more.so when they are in 
liquor. I have a strong opinion myself that no man, neither drunk nor sober, should 
raise his hand to any woman. A man whether he is drunk or sober, who will raise his 
hand to a woman, is a coward any way ; he is a coward when sober. If he is tempted 
to do it when sober, he is then cool enough not to carry out his desire ; but when he gets 
some liquor in him he then will beat his wife. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2235a. Regarding the punishment meted out to habitual drunkards, does imprison- 
ment’ for thirty days, or ninety days, do any permanent good !—It is a great mistake. 

2236a. Asan experienced police officer, would you favour the establishment of sanita- 
riums or asylums where they could be committed for reformation !—We find that after 
a long time it is impossible for a man to control his appetite at all. Police officers, myself 
included, have frequently been asked by men who have been for a long time under the 
influence of drink, for God’s sake to lock them up for a time until they could get sober. 
This occurs periodically, and as time goes on it is more difficult for them to restrain 
their appetites. For these persons, imprisonment in jail for short terms is wrong, when 
they get into a certain condition ; and the only object any Magistrate should have in 
sending these men for short terms, is to give them an opportunity of sobering up, and 
give them a chance eventually of doing something better for themselves and family, if 
only for a few days after they get out of jail. But it is a mistake to send them to jail 
as a punishment, and the sooner it is recognized by our Government, and by the people 
in general, that these men should be taken care of in sanitariums and treated as the 
victims of a disease, the better. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2237a. Do you think those sanitariums ought to be established at the public 
expense !— Yes. 

2238a. That is, that the Government which provides facilities for getting them into 
that condition, should also provide sanitariums to get them out of it ?—What I think is 
that Government institutions should be established where such people could be sent, the 
same as lunatics are cared for. If the people themselves or their friends are in a posi- 
tion to pay for their treatment, they should do so. 

2239a. Would it be fair to ask their friends to pay for their treatment ?—It is the 
act of the unfortunate man himself. He acquired the appetite. There was a time when 
he did not have the appetite. 

2240a. Would it be better for the Government having power to do so, to remove 
the facilities for getting men into that condition, and the inducement thereto ?—There 
would be less crime, less degradation, and less chance of trouble of that kind arising, if 
we had total prohibition in this country. 


By Judse McDonald : 


2241la. Do you mean on the statute-book, or in force?—Of course, rigidly and 
strictly enforced, if it could be. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
2242a. Did you ever visit the State of Maine, or Kansas, or Iowa ?——I have been in 
Maine. 
2243a. For any length of time?—No. I cannot speak as to how the law is carried 
out. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2244a. A gentleman was speaking to me the other day—he is a Police Magistrate— 

in regard to children being upon the streets. He said he thought that our conditions of 

modern society under which we have so many societies meeting in the evening which 
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the grown-up members of the household attend, have an effect upon children staying 
away from home and being out on the streets until a late hour in the evening. Have 
you considered that matter at all?—I do not know that. I think, however, that parents 
are responsible in a great number of instances for the criminal habits of their children ; 
there is want of proper home control. They should make their home a place where 
children can have pleasure. 

2245a. The view of this gentleman seemed to be that in our modern conditions of 
life, the heads of households were not nearly as much at home as they used to be, and 
that therefore the children got in the way of running on the streets ?—I do not know 
that. It strikes me that my mother and father were more strict with me than are many 
of those with whom I have been brought into contact since. 

2246a. There was greater strictness in former times ?—Much more. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2247a, And that had a good effect /—Well, I think so. 

2248a. Regarding the penalties imposed for violation of the license law, would it 
be beneficial if they were more severe for second or third convictions, ending with the 
cancellation of the license altogether !—I would favour the enforcement of a law to cancel 
a man’s license after the second or third conviction. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2249a. Cancelling the license for that particular premises, or only for the indivi- 
dual !—Well, that might be going a little far. 

2250a. It is said sometimes that a license is withdrawn from an individual, but it 
is given afterwards to the father or brother, who continues in the same premises ; so 
there is really no penalty in the party being deprived of the license /—Well, in a matter 
of that kind, of course, that would be carrying out the idea expressed in my reply to 
Mr. Clarke. 

225la. Supposing that A is occupying premises belonging to B, and breaks the law 
and is convicted three times, and A’s license is revoked. B may or may not be able to 
get a man to go into those premises and continue that business, so he may suffer in one 
way. Now do you not think people might be reached more effectually by striking the 
premises ; then you make both the landlord and the occupant anxious that the law should 
be observed, and the landlord would keep an eye on the way the business is carried 
on ’—I think in that case a great wrong might be done to the landlord or owner of the 
premises. 

2252a. Take it in this way: A is fined once ; that does not cancel his license. The 
landlord knows that the second or third conviction means the forfeiture of the license. 
Surely the landlord can protect himself by turning B out !—It depends upon the length 
of his lease. 

2253a. If that were the law, every lease infringing that law would be invalid ?— 
You might reach them that way. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


2254a. Are these ninety hotel and tavern licenses and saloon licenses, and the thirty 
shop licenses really required to do the business in the city of Hamilton ?—That is a 
matter of opinion. 

2255a. What is your opinion !—I do not know the present: number. I think it is 
ninety-five, but I do not think the condition is any worse than if there were only eighty- 
five. . 
2256a. Except as to the illicit sale?—The more difficulty a person has in getting 
drink, the less liable he is to take it. 
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THOMAS BEASLEY, of Hamilton, City Clerk, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


2257a. How long have you lived in Hamilton /—All my life, and I have held the 
position of City Clerk for about thirty years. 

2258a. I believe you are also Clerk of the Police Court, and from day to day you 
have to attend upon that court?—I am clerk under the statute ; I just look after the 
money part of it. I could not give you as much information as the Chief of Police has 
given. 

2259a, Can you give us information as to the amount of fines!—I could do that, 
but I have not got the returns quite complete. I have here a statement from 1886 up to 
1889, except as regards the fines. These are not paid into the treasury, but they go to 
the License Inspector. I will make a written statement of the amount. 

22600, Is the amount of fines taken from year to year, decreasing or increasing /— 
Decreasing very much. It was considerably less in 1892, the lowest for many years. I 
mean fines from all sources. 

2261la. To what cause do you attribute the diminution of crime !-—I think it is 
the hard times ; people have not got the money. I know when all our sewing machine 
establishments here were running, the people were making lots of money, and they got 
into more trouble, and there was more crime than now. 

2262a. Do you find an increase in the temperance sentiment of the community ; I 
mean are people becoming more abstemious in their habits than they used to be 1—Yes, 
I think so. 

2263a. Do you find that the influence of religious and temperance societies have a 
tendency in that way ?—I think so myself. 

22640. Have you seen the operation of a prohibitory law ?—I was in the State of 
Maine a few times on a visit. 

2265a. How did you find it observed ?—Not very well. It was a little more difh- 
cult to get a drink, but there were many loop holes. 

22662. Do you yourself advocate the passing of a prohibitory law for Canada {—1L 
do not. 

2267a. What is your objection /—I do not think it could be carried out. 

2268. In case such a law were passed, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and 
sale of intoxicating liquors for Canada, would you favour the granting of remuneration 
to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery which would be rendered useless ? 
—I think they ought to be remunerated. 

2269a. Perhaps you can tell us the amount the city derives from licenses !—Not 
separately from other revenues. 

2270a. Your proportion of the fines is sent to you from Toronto ?—The Inspector 
pays it to the Treasurer. Whether the city gets it from Toronto, I do not know. 

2271a. Can you tell us what comes in from licenses alone !—I could by making a 
calculation. 

2272a. In case a prohibitory law were passed, which would do away with the muni- 
cipal revenue derived from licenses, would that revenue have to be supplied by direct 
taxation !—Certainly. 

22730. We are told that in the whole Dominion there is a revenue of six or seven 
millions dollars to the Government from the liquor traffic. Have you considered how 
that would be supplied /—It would have to besupplied by direct taxation, or by putting 
duties on something else. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2274a, You have said that you object to a prohibitory law because you think it 
could not be carried out ?—That is one reason. 
2275a. Is there any other reason for your objection ?—Yes. I do not think it is 
right to legislate what a man shall drink, any more than what he shall eat. 
Tuomas BEASLEY. 
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2276a. It is an objection on principle rather than to the practicability of the enact 
ment !—Both. 

2277a, And your first objection is to the principle of such a law 7—Yes. 

2278a. Then you think it would be impracticable, even if the law were enacted !— 
Yes, I think you would have to have the whole community in favour of it to carry it out. 

2279a. Do you think that your knowledge of Maine is sufficiently intimate to 
warrant a judgment as to the success of the prohibitory law in that State!—I am only 
telling you what I saw there in a brief visit of about a month. I was in Portland, 
particularly, and at Old Orchard. 

2280a. With regard to fines in this city. You say they have become considerably 
less. Do you know whether there are more imprisonments in default of the payment of 
fines !—No, I could not say that. 

2281a. Would the records show that. For instance, here is a man whois fined four 
dollars for drunkenness; he cannot pay it, and goes to jail?—There is very little difference 
in that respect. The records should show how many were sent to jail. 

2282a. You say less fines are paid. Now, we would like to know whether that fact 
shows really that there is a large decrease in arrests, or whether some of the diminution 
in the fines is owing to the offenders being imprisoned instead of paying the fines ?—I 
think there is a difference in Magistrates. Our present Magistrate does not fine quite 
so heavily as the old Police Magistrate. But that does not affect the statistics ; it will 
affect those for next year. 

2283a. Was his predecessor in office a long time !/—Yes, thirty years. 

2284a. You do not know whether his rule as to imposition of fines changed with 
the hard times !—These I am speaking about would all be under his rule. 

2285a. We would like to know whether the imprisonments in default of the pay- 
ment of fines, increased during the last year when the actual receipt from fines diminished! 
—TI do not think so. 


JOHN I. McKENZIE, of Hamilton, Inspector of Licenses, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


2286a. How long have you resided in this city /—I have resided here since I became 
License Inspector, which will be twelve years next month. 

2287a. Where did you reside before that ?—For a few years in Woodstock, and for 
a good many years previously in Hamilton. 

2288a. When you were in Woodstock, was the Scott Act in force ?—No, it was 
before that. 

2289a. In Hamilton there has been a license law in force since you resided here !— 
Yes. 

2290a. The provisions of your license law have been changed from time to time !— 
There have been amendments. 

229la. Did the amendments tend to increased stringency in the prohibitive part of 
it }—Yes. 

22920. Have you found these amendments, made from time to time, to have a bene- 
ficial effect ?—Yes. 

2293a. Do they render it easier for you to discharge your duty in seeing the law 
entorced ?— Yes. 

22940. I suppose some of the amendments have been in the way of making the 
evidence more simple, and of increasing the efficiency of the Act /—Yes. 

2295a. Under the Act, as it exists, have you any difficulties to contend with in 
carrying it out, difficulties that could be removed by changes in the Act ; and if so, we 
would be glad to have any suggestions !—I could not make any suggestions. 

2296a. You think the Act is as perfect as it can be ?—I think so. 
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2297a. You are License Inspector for the city alone ?—For the city alone. 

2298a, Does the County Inspector live in the county ?— Yes. 

2299«a. How many licenses have you in the city of Hamilton ?—Ninety-five tavern 
licenses, which includes ten saloons. That would be 85 taverns with tavern accommo- 
dations. : 
2300a. Do you call them saloons, or are they called taverns, without accommoda- 
tion ?—They are called saloons, but the word is not used in the Act: 

2301la. What are they called in the Act !—They are called taverns, not requiring 
the necessary accommodation for the public. 

2302a. Then you have 85 licensed taverns which require accommodation ?—Require 
to be equipped. 

2303a. How many shops ?—Thirty. 

23040. How many wholesale dealers /—Seven. 

2305a. How many breweries and distilleries /—Three breweries and one distillery. 

2306a. These get a Government license from the Ontario Government !—Yes. 


2307a. Do the equipped places and the non-equipped places pay the same license ” 


tee?—The equipped places pay $300 for their license, and the saloons pay $350. The 
shops pay #300, wholesale dealers, $250, and breweries and distilleries the same. 

2308a. What is the total revenue paid in the city of Hamilton for these licenses ? 
—For the current year, $30,750 altogether for licenses. 

23090. What proportion of that goes to the city 7—I must mention that there is 
one park license in the number I gave, the price for which is $68.50 for six months. 
That is a beer and wine license for Dundurn Park, Hamilton, a public park for the 
resort of people in the city. It is owned by Senator McInnes. I understand it is leased 
for a season by Mr. William Stroud, who has the license. 

2310. Is it your duty to look after the illicit sale and prevent it /—Yes. 

231la. Do you have much difficulty in that way !’—Very little. 

2312a. Less than you formerly had ?—Oh, very much. 

23130. To what do you attribute the change?—They have been prosecuted until 
they left the country, most of them—I mean the people who were selling illicitly. 
They would not wait till they were fined three times, but cleared out when they got 
two fines. 

2314a. Do you think you have got illicit selling pretty well stamped out now ?—At 
the present moment I know of but one place. 

2315a. Is that the one to which the Chief of Police referred ?—It is the same place. 

23160. Have you hopes of stopping that one ?—It will take a little time, there are 
so many in the family. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2317, Please explain how they operate !—The premises are owned by an aunt of 
the family, who occupies them. The original law-breaker had been fined twice in a 
regular way, and then the aunt rented the premises to one of the sons. The father 
died, and the son was fined twice and convicted. Then she eventually took back the 
foe and made a new lease to another son, who has been convicted twice, the last time 
two weeks ago. Now we understand that the woman will take over the house to her- 
self ; and if she violates the law we ser have to go for her. 

2318a. Are there any more sons ?—Not of age yet. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2319a. Do you not think that the Act can be so amended as to prevent such a sys- 
tem of fraud as you have described ?—It is possible. 

2320. Do you believe these leases are genuine /—They are made for the purpose of 
escaping a third conviction. 

2321a. We asked the Chief what he thought about visiting the penalty upon the 
premises, and taking away the license where there were frequent infractions ?—We have 
done so repeatedly. 
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2322a. Have you considered the plan of taking the license away from the premises 
after three convictions ?—It would be a pity, perhaps, to punish the owner of the 
premises. 

2323a. I think the Chief suggested that after a first and second conviction, and this 
penalty only following a third, the landlord would be put on his guard, and he could 
make the term of the lease such that one or two convictions would end the lease !—If 
there is a second conviction obtained under the regulations of the Act, the man begins 
to think he had better get out of the business, and he does get out of it, as a rule. The 
occupant is constantly changing. 

2324a. Are there many cases of a third conviction for breach of the Sunday law, 
and sale to minors ?—There are some, of course. : 

2325a. We have been told that the value of the property for which a license is 
held is increased. Now, if there hung over the premises a penalty, that if the tenants did 
not observe the Sunday law or the provisions against sale to minors, to Indians and so 
forth, after the third conviction, the license would be withdrawn from the premises itself, 
do you not think the law would be easier enforced? Would you not have the landlord 
with you as an active agent in seeing that the law was observed ?’—-He would lose the 
value of his building to a certain extent, he would lose the rental if it was closed up. 

2396c. Has not that kind of legislation been suggested by the temperance com- 
munity !—I am not aware of it. 

2327a. In prosecutions for illicit selling, do you find any difticulty in convicting on 
account of witnesses committing perjury ?—Very often. In Mr. Cahill’s time I had a 
little experience in that line, but the Magistrate would not give credence to the witnesses 
for the defence, and the accused was convicted. 

2328a. Have you much difficulty in reference to breaches of the license law for 
selling on Sunday, selling to minors, and selling after hours ?—Yes, the law is not 
thoroughly observed in that regard. 

2329a. Would it require a larger force of ofticials than you have, to secure complete 
observance of it ?-—I do not think so. 

2330a. You think you have got enough officers !/—Well, there are two Inspectors 
here, and they are very well known, and they cannot do much in that line of service. 

2331a. If there was a larger force, could not you cover the ground /— Well, we have 
the police, and we find them very willing to assist us in every possible way. 

2332a. But even with an associate Inspector with yourself, and with the assistance 
of the police, you find you are not able to make people carry out the law company I~ 
Not altogether. But there is a great improvement. 

2333a. Would you favour an inspection of the liquor sold in those premises /—I 
would. 

2334a. Have you reason to believe that impure liquors are sold ?—I have not the 
slightest doubt about that. Some years ago I made a test of the liquor, and in two cases 
I found it was poisonous : then I did not go any further. 

2335a. Why not ?—Because I did not care to. 

23360. We have been told that in some cases a substance called blue stone is 
used, and tobacco and other things are put in to give a fiery taste to the liquor !—At 
all events, the quality of the liquor is very much improved since the new regulations in 
the Excise Department. 

2337. Asa citizen, are you favourable to the passage of a prohibitory law ?—I 
would if it were a national law. 

23380. I speak of a law prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale for the 
Dominion ?—I would favour that. 

2339. Do you believe it would be enforced !—It would take some time. I think 
the young people would gradually get educated up to it. 

2340a. Do you find a great improvement in the habits of the people from year to 
year in the way of bemperance, within your own recollection /—I think the young people 
are being trained more in that direction now than they have been. 

23410. Do you find that the influences of the churches and the temperance societies 
are having an effect in that direction upon the rising generation /—In my family, num- 
bering twenty, young and old, every one of them are teetotallers, sons, daughters and 
grandchildren, 
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23420. In case of the enactment of a national prohibitory law, would you permit 
the making or importation of liquor for mechanical, sacramental and medicinal pur- 
poses !— Yes. 

2343a. Have you ever thought of how that liquor should be provided, whether by 
manufacture in the country, or by importation !—-Without giving much thought to it, 
I would say by importation. 

2344a. In case such a law were passed, would you think that the enforcement of it 
should be undertaken by the Dominion or the Provincial Government, or by the muni- 
cipalities /—I would say by the Dominion Government. 

2345a. That is, preventing the manufacture and importation into the country ?— 
es. 

2346a. In regard to the enforcement of such a law, and punishing people who sold 
contrary to its provisions, would you leave that to the Dominion officials or to the 
ordinary authorities /—It would be better left to the ordinary authorities. 

2347a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour remuneration being 
made to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery which would be rendered 
useless /—I would prefer not to answer that question, if you will allow me. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2348a,. There is a park license you say; did you recommend it ?—I did. 

2349a, For what reason !—For the reason that the person who has that license is a 
very strict disciplinarian, and he will not allow any liquor to enter the grounds except 
what he has on his own stand, that is, beer and wine. 

2350a. He will do that for self protection /—Yes, otherwise men going there will 
bring whisky in their pockets. 

235la. What steps does he take to prevent them from bringing whisky in their 
pockets ?—He has the police there. 

2352a. The police, of course, do not search everybody going in. How would he 
prevent a man who had a bottle of liquor in his pocket from taking it out and drinking 
it ?—He tells me that he turns them out of the park. 

2353a. Are there crowds congregating in this park from time to time ?—Yes, 
societies such as St. George’s, St. Andrews, the Forresters, and organizations of that 
kind. They are orderly. 

2354a. How many thousand people are there at times ’—From eight to ten thousand. 

2355a. Do you favour the issue of a license to a place where such large numbers of 
people congregate from time to time !—I do, for that park. 

2356a. You think the issue of a beer and wine license is better than to have no 
license at all ?—I think so. 

2357a. What would be the result when those large gatherings take place if there 
were no license at all ?—I think there would be more drunkenness on the grounds. 

2358a. How is that ’—A great many people would bring liquor with them. 

2359a. But they can bring it now ?—They do not do it, though. 

2360a. Do you favour the issue of these ten saloon licenses where there is no accom- 
modation ? They are mere drinking shops, I suppose ?—That is all. 

2361a. Do you favour the issue of licenses to these places /—I do. 

2362a. Are they really required in a city like this, where there are eighty-five 
taverns and thirty shop licenses /—A person might argue that ninety-five might be 
reduced to fifty. We have already reduced the number immensely. 

2363a. Have you any statistics showing the reduction /—In 1874, there were 223 
licenses, or one to every 140 of the population. That was under municipal control. In 
1882, there were 164 licenses, or one to every 226 of the population. In 1892, there were 
131 licenses, or one to every 366 of the population. In 1893, there is a license to every 
535 of the population. In 1874, there were 93 licensed grocers ; there are only 30 now. 

2364a. I think you said you were in favour of national prohibition. In the meantime, 
if we were to give up either the saloon or the hotel license, which do you think it would 
be well to abandon ?—The saloons. 

2365a. Are they more injurious ?—I do not think so. We have less trouble with 
them than with the others. 
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2366. But still you would give them up, although you have less trouble with them ? 
—-Well, the argument would be, of course, that they only sell drink and nothing more. 

2367a. Would you give them up in preference to the hotels ?— Yes. 

2368a. Do the saloon-keepers observe the law more rigidly than the hotel-keepers ? 
—I find the saloon-keepers observe the law the best. They are more careful. 

2369a. Do you think that this large number, ninety-five tavern and saloon licenses, 
are required to do the business of the | town 1_Would you not favour a reduction, and 
having only shop licenses and taverns ?—I would not. 


By Judge McDonald : 


23700. If the saloon licenses are found to be the most easily controlled, why not 
have saloon licenses only, and separate the sale of liquor entirely from the hotel — 
Because we require accommodation for the public in the way of lodging. 

2371a. Do you think it necessary to connect the sale of liquor with lodging accommo- 
dation for the public /—Well, there is probably not business enough for all the lodging 
places unless they sold liquor. 

2372a. Is it necessary to sell liquor to make their houses pay !—Certainly. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2373a. Do not some of them do nothing but sell liquor ?—There is no provision in 
the law for anything like a saloon, as I understand it. In this classification there 
are mentioned tavern licenses, shop licenses and wholesale licenses. The present number, 
132, is made up with 35 taverns, 10 saloons, 30 shops and 7 wholesale. 

2374a. What puzzles me is, how those ten saloons come into existence at all ?— 
The Act specifies that we are permitted to have ten in the city, with our population, 
that are not required to have accommodation for lodging travellers. 

2375a. But in this tabulation they are included under the head of tavern licenses ? 
— Yes. 

2376a. Please tell us briefly what are your duties as ‘Inspector 1—My duty is to 
inspect licensed houses at least every three weeks, to make a report in writing to the 
Department in Toronto, of their condition. 

2377a. That is tosay, whether the taverns have the required accommodation ?— Yes. 

2378a. What report do you make about saloons ?—The same thing. 

2379a. Do you go through them regularly every three months Every ' three months. 

2380a. Do they know when you are coming ?—I do not think they do, because the 
three months will end with this month, and we are inspecting now, and have been for 
some days. 

238la. When you make your inspection in the city, you go right through 
with it ?—Yes, and we try to avoid their having any knowledge of it. 

. 2382a. Do you find any without the accommodation specified in the law ?—We 

found two without the necessary accommodation. 

2383a. What do you do in that case ?—We tell them they will lose their license at 
the end of the year. The owner of the property is now building an addition to one of 
the houses, which will make it fully up to the requirements, and over. The other will 
have to remove, because it cannot be done. He will have to lose his license. 

2384a. How long has he been running without the equipment necessary under 
the law ?—Two or three years. 

2385a. He has been running two or three years without the required equipment, 
and if he will not provide it, you will continue his license, and you will say nothing 
about the violation !—We always reported his case. 

2386a. Is that all? Is there no penalty ?—No. 

2387a. Have any licenses been revoked for non-possession of the proper equipment ? 
—Yes. 

2388a. How many ?—I can think of only one at this moment, but there must be more. 

2389a. How long ago?—Two or three years ago. 

2390a. Do you think that all these eighty-five taverns really have hotel accommo- 
dation, rooms, tables for guests, and all that ’—-Yes. 


12 


ew 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 


2391a. Do they carry on a hotel business, or do they only have that because it is 
necessary !—-They do not all carry on the hotel business. 

2392a. Whether people go there or not, Ea have to have the equipment to qualify 
themselves for a license ?—Yes. 

2393a. Is that within the intention of the law, or is that an evasion of the law ? 
——Well, I think it is the intention of the law. We could not judge whether they were 
doing business or not. People were likely to go there to get accommodation. 

2394a. But if from year to year no person does go, and no person is expected to 
go, and they have three rooms only as they have tables or counters and bottles, is that 
an evasion of the law !—Possibly. 

2395a. Should that not be taken notice of by the Commissioners !/—It is a very 
dificult thing to judge, because they may be doing some business, perhaps not very 
much. Some of them have boarders. 

2396a. Have you reason to believe that these shops that have licenses, sell in less 
quantities than the law allows ?—I am not aware of any at present. As a rule, they 
are kept by an exceedingly respectable class of men. 

2397a. Do they sell in connection with groceries !—AlIl with the exception of one. 
There is only one who is selling liquor alone. All the others belong to groceries, but 
separate from the grocery department. 

2398a. A different entrance and no connection ?—A different entrance—no con- 
nection unless in the rear. They are close by each other. 

2399a. They may be substantially the same premises, except that fate is a partition 
with a door between !—The door is on the street. 

2400a. There is an entrance to the grocery store on the street, and an entrance to 
the liquor establishment on the street. May there not be a door in the partition between 
the two establishments ?—It is not like that. If it was, we would fine them. 

2401a. But they might go through the grocery establishment out into the yard and 
get into the other through the rear !—In some cases they might. 

2402a. If a good many of these taverns, although they have rooms, tables and so 
forth, do not really do any business in entertaining guests, do you still think the law 
might not be so amended as to prevent such evasion! Do you not think it would be well 
to make the tavern license a genuine tavern license and not a,saloon license under cover 
of a tavern license /—It might be possible, [ dare say. It would be difficult to enforce it. 

2403. Please tell us how you look after the illicit sale of liquor by the licensees. 
In a city of 50,000 people, with more than one hundred such places under your super- 
vision, are you expected to prevent all illicit acts on the part of those licensees ?—We 
employ detectives for that purpose. 

2404a. Is that done to any extent ?-—To a large extent. 

2405a. With results ?—Yes, with results. 

2406a, Are a good many of the licensees found to be violating the provisions of the 
license law ?—We get strangers in as detectives, and they do detect a good many of them. 

2407a. I think you said the hotel-keepers are the most likely to violate the law ?— 
Nes: 

2408. Do they sell on Sundays and after hours !—Some of them do. 

24090. And the saloon men, too!—I do not think any of the saloons do. 

2410. You think the saloons are more observant of the law ?—TI think so. 

241la. Do the officers detect the shop-keepers sometimes selling for consumption 
on the premises ?—Not so much lately, because we have been eradually reducing them, 
cleaning them out. 

$4120. Have any of these tavern licenses been revoked at the end of the year be- 
cause of violations of the License Act?—The licensee himself has lost his license, 
but the house might be licensed afterwards. 

2413a. It was a change of name rather than a change cf place?—A new man 
altogether. 

2414a. And the old man has no connection with it /—None whatever. 

24150. Then in some places they do have a connection ?—I do not think there is a 
case of that kind, and I know them all. 
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2416. Do you know whether among all these cases, the licensee is only a sham 
man, that he is not the real proprietor of the place but represents some firm, or some 
man who owns thirty or forty of these places /—I have no personal knowledge of that. 
I have heard it spoken of, but I think it is largely exaggerated. 

2417a. To whom are the license fees paid!—They are deposited in the bank, and 
the receipts are brought to me. I do not take any money. 

2418a. It is deposited in the bank to your credit?—To the credit of the License 
Department of Hamilton. 

2419a. You do not know who makes out the cheques or anything like that? For 
instance, John Brown is the nominal licensee ; you do not know whether it is John 
Brown’s cheque that pays for the license, or whether it is Smith’s cheque that pays for 
it ?The receipt is made in the licensee’s name. 

2420a. Do you know of some one person or some one concern, who owns thirty or 
forty licenses, but the license is issued in the name of another man !—There may be a 
few cases, but I have no knowledge of them. I think it is greatly exaggerated. 

2421a. What is the object of reducing the number of licenses? I see you have 
reduced them from 223 in 1874, to 131 in 1892 %—Because in many cases the houses 
were not qualified to have a license ; in other cases the licensees were not behaving ” 
themselves. By reducing them, the Commissioners in their wisdom, I suppose, thought 
it would pay those better who continued in the business, it would improve their condi- 
tion, and it has improved their condition very much. 

2422a. With the reduction in the number of licenses, is there an increase in the 
license fee /—Yes. 

2423a. It was with the view, as you say, to make it more advantageous for the 
men who held the licenses, so that they could keep a better place and do a better busi- 
ness ?—I think so. 

2424a. That is to say, it was giving a monopoly to a certain number ?—You could 
scarcely call it a monopoly where there are ninety-five of them. 

2425a. It is a monopoly as compared with the business in former years, when there 
were 223 holding licenses !—The city has increased in population also. 

2426a. Then that would increase the monopoly !—Yes, of course. 

2427a. The city has increased in population, the number of licenses has diminished, 
and the license fees have been increased /— Yes. 

2428a. Is there an advantage to the community, socially, morally and industrially, 
in the reduction of the number of licenses ?—- Yes, I think so. 

2429a. Does it diminish the volume of the traffic to reduce the number of places of 
sale 1—I should say so. 

2430a. That is you believe the fewer places of sale the less is sold ?—Down to a 
certain minimum, yes; but if a man wants to drink he will go a long way for it. 

243la. Are most of these places now licensed what are called reputable places, or 
are the majority of them what are regarded as disreputable places /—Do we consider 
them reputable places? If we judged them otherwise, we would get rid of them. 

2432a. Which are the more reputable, the saloons or the hotels ?—I do not think 
there is any difference in that regard. 

2433a. No difference in the respectability /—No. 

2434a. But the hotels are the most frequent and persistent violators of the pro- 
visions of the law ?—There are many more of them, and but few of the others. It is 
hard to make a comparison. I believe that the saloons are the best. 

2435a. Have any of these ten saloons violated the law this last year /—-There is one. 

2436a. And have many of the hotels, in this last year!—Not many this last year, 
and none during this current year. 

2437. Still, you think the hotels are the most frequent violators’—I am looking 
back at previous years. 

24380. Last year, how many saloon-keepers were convicted /—I have not got them 
separate from the taverns. There were eight prosecutions. 

2439a. Did all the prosecutions result in convictions !—Not all. 

24400. How is it that you failed to convict !—Lack of evidence, as a rule. 
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2441a. You find men either unable or unwilling to testify what they know, or with 
defective memories, mental lapses—is that it !—Sometimes they will not tell the truth ; 
and sometimes we have wrong information. 

2442a. Do you think the license system regulates the trade ?’—To a large extent, I 
think so. 

2443a. Do you mean that it regulates, or makes a monopoly of it, which ?—I do 
not think there are so many people who wish to go into the business. It is scarcely a 
monopoly. 

2444a. Is it fair to those people who do want to go into the business, that you should 
not permit them to do so. Is that not class legislation !—We see to their character and 
reputation, and act accordingly ; we weed out the bad ones. 

2445a. What you have got left, I suppose, are fine, respectable men ’—There are 
always black sheep, you know. 

2446a. And still they violate the law ?—Some of them do. 

2447a. Are there any of them who do not !—There are. 

2448a. But some of them you have not discovered?!—I speak as far as we know. 

2449. Then you have not weeded out all the bad ones yet !—Not quite. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2450a. Having this large number of persons applying for licenses, I suppose it is 
sometimes difficult to make a choice of those to whom the license should be given !—No, 
it is not very difficult. We generally have some knowledge of their character. 

245la. Out of a large number of persons applying, there is only a limited number 
that are really fit to be licensed ?—Yes. 


JOHN CRERAR, of Hamilton, County Crown Attorney, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


2452a. Do you reside in Hamilton ?—I do. 

2453a. What positions do you hold?—I am a barrister-at-law, County Crown 
Attorney, and Clerk of the Peace. 

2454a. How long have you resided in Hamilton ?—About twenty-four years. 

2455a. How long have you been County Attorney !—Seven or eight years, and I 
practiced here for some time before that. 

2456a. As County Crown Attorney you have to conduct the criminal cases under 
indictment that come before the regular court /—Yes. 

2457a. I suppose you have occasionally to attend the Police Court and conduct 
criminal cases ?— Yes. } 

2458a. Do you find a large amount of crime in this community /—It is dwindling 
all the time. 

2459a. Towhatdo you attribute the diminution?—I think this is a law-abiding centre. 

2460a. Do you find any growth of temperance sentiment in the community from 
year to year, accompanied by a decrease in the use of intoxicating liquors!—I am not 
aware that the temperance sentiment, beyond what is called the temperance party, has 
increased in any way. 

2461la. Do you think that as far as moderate drinking is concerned, it is about the 
same in one period as another ?—I have seen no difference in thirty years. 

2462a. Have you had any experience of the operation of a prohibitory law ?—No. 

2463a. Can you say from your experience whether the crime with which you have 
to deal, may be traced to any extent to the drink habit on the part of the people ?— 
Certain classes of crime are almost directly attributable to intoxicating liquors, crimes 
of personal violence, but not such as larceny and perjury, and what I call the refined — 
classes of crime. 
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2464a. Take forgery and burglary !—Liquor has nothing to do with these. In fact 
it would defeat the object in view. Crimes which are attributable to liquor are usually 
those of personal assault, sometimes going as far as manslaughter, if not issuing in 
murder. 

2465a. The Chief of Police said that cases like a man stealing an overcoat and 
selling it to get drink, and offences of that kind, were usually traced to drink /—That 
class of cases are extremely rare. 

'2466a. You mentioned that there were very few cases of perjury connected with 
the liquor traffic ?—I never knew of one. 

2467a. We are told there is a great deal of perjury committed in connection with 
liquor prosecutions? Have you during your term been called upon to prosecute any of 
those persons !—Not for perjury, except in one case. 

2468a. What was the result ?—Tbe result was that the man got off ; the grand jury, 
if I mistake not, rejected the bill from a belief that the accused was so completely under 
the power of the liquor seller, that he could hardly be called a free agent. I think 
the grand jury saw that from the evidence which came before them, and the: bill was 
ignored. That is the only case in my experience where I have prosecuted for perjury in 
connection with liquor prosecutions. 

2469a. Then if this perjury exists to the extent spoken of, the cases do not come 
under your cognizance as Crown Prosecutor ?—I have never been called upon to prose- 
cute them for perjury. 

2470a. Have you had anything to do with liquor prosecutions ?— Yes. 

2471a, How have you found them in your experience /—Any amount of perjury. 

2472a. Do you find any greater degree of perjury in cases of that kind than 
relatively in other cases !—-Infinitely more. , 

2473a. To what do you attribute that !—To the belief that there is no more wrong 
in selling whisky at twenty minutes past seven o’clock than at seven. 

2474a. Then it is owing, to some extent, to the state of sentiment in the community 
in regarding that offence as different from other offences !—Precisely. The same with 
smuggling. Every man who buys a dollar’s worth of goods in Buffalo and brings them 
ever in his pocket, says his prayers and sleeps just as serenely as ever. Soifa man sellsa 
glass of whisky after seven o’clock, that man does not feel guilty in his conscience. That 
is the reason of this perjury. Now, you must not misunderstand me. I have not approved 
of this perjury. J only say that the evidence given by the witnesses was so foreign from 
other facts in my possession that I have been led to infer perjury. Of course, the per- 
juries have not been proved, but my own belief was that there was perjury. I am also 
of opinion from the character and status of the men who testified, that they swore as 
they did because they could not account in any other way for what occurred. Some of 
these men would not commit perjury to defend a five dollar debt in court. 

2475a, Have you given the question of prohibition much thought ?—Some. 

2476a. Regarding the enforcement of a prohibitory law, from your experience in 
enforcing what are called the prohibitory clauses of the license Act, what would you say 
as to the capability of the efficient enforcement of a general prohibitory law !—I think 
capacity of enforcement would be exceedingly fine. My reason for that statement is 
this, that to my own personal knowledge, there never was the slightest difficulty in 
getting liquor in any part of the Province of Ontario where the Scott Act was in force. The 
only difference between the sale of liquor during the Scott Act period and the sale before 
or since, was that during the Scott Act period you got worse liquor at a higher price. 
You paid ten cents for a five cent drink. That is just about all the difference there was 
in this province, according to my own personal experience. 

2477a. But that is hardly an answer to the question as to the capability of efficient 
enforcement. Do you know whether any attempt was made to enforce it in those dis- 
tricts ?—I have a district in my mind where the County Attorney would have from one to 
three hundred prosecutions in a quarter, for violation of the law; so there was an 
attempt made. 

2478a. How did he succed in getting convictions?—Any amount of convictions, 
with a lot of failures. But nevertheless the sale of liquor went on. 
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2479a. Do you know whether in those counties a system was adopted of making all 
the charges first offences, provided the higher penalties were not reached /—I have no 
personal experience in prosecuting under the Scott Act. I do not know whether that 
was done. 

2480a. In some places we have heard the complaint made that they were all first 
offences ?—Of my own knowledge, I cannot say anything on that score. 

2481a, Now, supposing that a prohibitory liquor law was enacted for the whole of 
Canada, from your experience in dealing with cases of a cognate character under. the 
license law, what would you say as to the capability of efficient enforcement !—I pre- 
sume you mean a law that would prohibit the manufacture and importation as well as 
the sale. 

2482a. Yes.— Well, I think, if there was a law where liquor could neither be manu- 
factured, nor imported nor sold, ‘that, practically speaking, the law could be enforced. 

24832. What is intended by such importation is the fact of travellers bringing it 
in their trunks or pockets !-—I do not think that what travellers could bring in in their 
pockets, would amount to much. Notwithstanding that, in all probability and from a 
practical point of view, we would be under a prohibitory law. 

2484a. So you think that law could be successfully enforced /—It could be success- 
fully enforced for the practical purposes of prohibition, enforced to the extent that 
there would be neither liquor made nor sold. 

2485a. You think the public sale could be done away with?—I do. I have had 
some experience in Scotland, where the liquor law is more rigidly enforced than it is in 
this country, and in one district I have known, all the power of the Government and of 
the revenue officers could not put down illegal manufacture. In this country, with its 
vast area, there would be fifty times the number of illicit stills that there was in the 
smaller area of Scotland. 

2486a. Would you favour the passage of such a law in the Dominion as a whole? 
—J am not prepared to answer that question. My own personal opinion is that such a 
law as the Forbes Mackenzie Act in Scotland, would be all that this country requires, 
unless there is a universal demand on the part of the people for prohibition. 

24870. In what way does the Forbes Mackenzie Act work !—Take, for instance, 
the City of Edinburgh, of which I can speak with more accuracy. The Forbes Macken- 
zie Act corresponded toa great extent to our liquor law here, in that the sale of liquor 
was restricted to certain hours in the day and night ; all the saloons were to be shut at 
agiven hour. I was a young man in Scotland then, and I remember that it was 
almost impossible after that hour to get a glass a liquor on account of the surveillance 
of the police. Unless you could bribe a police officer upon his beat, which I have seen 
done many a time, you could not get anything to drink. Even then there was a consi- 
derable amount of difficulty, because the policemen would look to see if his superior 
officer was coming around the corner, and all the protections would have to be taken as 
if you were going to commit a burglary, before you could get a glass of beer. 

2488a. At the back of that system was there an overwhelming public sentiment ? 
—No. There was the ordinary belief, for instance, in Scotland that the law must be 
observed. 

2489. Did you find there was a greater respect for law in Scotland than there 
is in Canada ?—Infinitely more. 

2490a. The passage of a law there left the impression on the mind that it must be 
obeyed !—It must be obeyed like the ten commandments. 

249la. During what hours were the people allowed to get liquor ?—Not after 
eleven o'clock at night ; but I am not sure about Saturday night. But my idea is this, 
that as between prohibition with what might be called the majority of the people in its 
favour, and a license system enforced as the Forbes Mackenzie Act was enforced in 
Scotland, I am in favour of the license system. 

2492a. You think it controls the drink habits of the people better ’—I do. And 
not only so, but I believe that the police can enforce a license system better. I believe 
that with the police doing their duty as they do in the matter of larceny, that law can 
be enforced to the very letter. 
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24930. Why would you not hope for the same efficient action upon the part of the 
police in enforcing a prohibitory law, as in reference to the larceny cases !/—Because a 
policeman in this country and a policeman in the old country, are two different things. 

24940. Would you not obtain from the police the same successful action in regard 
to the liquor traffic, if they applied to it the same conscientious attention that they do 
to larceny cases ?—I think if there was a prohibitory law, and it could only be violated 
by a man bringing in a keg of liquor surreptitiously and drinking it secretly, in that case 
prohibition might be held to be successfully enforced. But Ido believe there would be 
any amount of illicit distilling, and if the stills produced the liquor, the liquor would be 
surreptitiously sold. ; 

2495a. Would you except the making of home supplies ?—I think that in certain 
circles of society it could not be stopped. 

2496a. Now, regarding the revenue requirements of the Provinces and of the Do- 
minion, we are told that there are now six or seven million of dollars of revenue derived 
from the liquor traffic by the Dominion, which would be done away with in case of 
prohibition. Have you considered how that would be made good!—Made good by 
personal taxation—no other possible means. 

2497a. And in the same way for the Provinces ?—Certainly, no other source. 

2498a. And the municipalities /—Yes. 

2499a. In case of the enactment of such a law would you favour remuneration 
being made to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless ?— 
That would depend entirely as to when the law came into force. For instance, if a 
prohibitcry law was passed for the Dominion, to come into force at a given date suffi- 
ciently remote, I would allow them no compensation whatever. But if the law was to 
go into operation as soon as passed, then it would probably destroy the property of these 
people. I would favour bringing it into force on a date sutticiently remote to give the 
owners of property connected .with that traftic an opportunity of turning it round and 
preventing an absolute sacrifice. 

2500a. We would be glad to hear any other statement you wish to make with 
reference to this matter ?—I have very strong views in regard to the liquor traffic. I 
am myself in favour of the enforcement of a license law until a prohibitory law is de- 
manded by an overwhelming majority of the people ; and unless there is that overwhelm- 
ing sentiment in its favour, it is utterly impossible to enforce a prohibitory law in this 
country. It is an interference with the rights of the public. A man should not be 
prohibited from selling liquor unless an overwhelming majority of people concur, If an 
overwhelming opinion does concur, then I say that a prohibitory law would have a most 
salutary effect upon public morals. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2501la. You have observed, I suppose, the effects of the liquor trafic on the social 
conditions, and the morals, and the industrial interests of the country ?— Yes. 

2502a. Would you kindly state what is the result of your observation ?—I was a 
temperance lecturer myself at one time, but I never was paid for it. J always gave my 
services without remuneration. 

2503a. I ask you, what is the result of your observation of the effects of the drink 
traffic on the social conditions, on the morals, and on the industrial interest of the coun- 
try, as the traffic has been carried on under license, and otherwise, during all these years ? 
—That is a very wide question. My own opinion is that the liquor traffic is carried on 
in Canada with infinitely greater regard for the law than in any other country with 
which I am familiar, with the exception of Scotland. J have been all over Europe 
with the exception of the southern portion, and I know of no country where the restric- 
ted provisions of the license law have been so well enforced as in Scotland and in this 
country. Jam speaking of the Province of Ontario now. 

2504. What is the effect of the liquor traffic on the social conditions of the people ? 
—The effect of using liquor, when a man gets drunk, is pernicious in the extreme. It 
leads, as I said before, to violations against the criminal law. If no liquor was drank 
in the community, perhaps ninety per cent of all the crimes of personal violence would 
utterly disappear. 
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2505a. I want to know what the effect is on the individual drinker, and in a broad 
way, on the social conditions of the people at large, of the liquor traffic as now carried 
on. Does it improve them, or the reverse /—I have no experience in a country where 
people do not use liquor, therefore I am not able to distinguish between the morals of 
a country where liquor is used and another country where it is not used. You ask my 
opinion as to the effect on morals. I have already said that crimes of drunkenness and 
sometimes crimes against the other commandments in the decalogue, spring from liquor, 
that is, from excess in the use of liquor. 

2506a. Can you answer this question : Have you observed that the legalization of 
the drink trade has any effect on the moral sense of the community /—No, because there 
is no country without it, to enable me to make a comparison. 

2507a. Whether any country has been without it or not, have you observed that 
the moral sense of the people is affected by the legalization ‘of the drink trade 1_No, 
because in my own experience I never met a man who has not been accustomed to the 
legalization of the sale of quor during all his lifetime. 

2508a. There are communities in which the sale of liquor is freer than in others, is 
more general than in others. Have you observed whether a community in which the 
sale of liquor is free, is affected in its morals and in its social conditions as much as 
other communities in which the sale is not so free ?—No, I am not able to make a com- 
parison, because I can only speak of Canada and the other countries in which I have 
lived. 

2509a. As a man of affairs, you have observed, of course, the industrial interests of 
the country /— Yes. 

2510a. Has the liquor trade a good effect or a bad effect upon the industries of the 
aw, has na 
deleterious effect whatever upon the industrial interests, but the use of liquor per se has. 

251la. Is there any relation between the general law of lquor and the establish- 
ment of facilities for procuring liquor, I mean the legalized establishment !—The legal- 
ized establishments for the procuring of liquor have the effect of restricting the use of 
liquor ; and hence the temperance party in this city have invariably demanded that 
those legalized means of getting liquor shall be reduced in number, and they hold that 
if people are allowed to sell without license, it tends to increase drunkenness. 

2512a. Do they hold that the increase in the number of licenses also tends to in- 
crease drinking ?—That is what some of them say, but I do not believe it. 

25132. You think it does not make any difference, as far as Hamilton is concerned, 
whether there are ninety-five licenses or nine hundred and ninety-five ?—Well, there is 
a little difference. Suppose that instead of ninety-five licensed houses there were two 
hundred and ninety-five. I think there are certain localities where men who are now 
sober because they have too much trouble to get liquor, would then, perhaps, be tempted 
to spend their money in liquor ; so, I grant you that within certain limits the restriction 
of licenses has a good tendency. But, I contend that if there were twenty licensed shops 
within an area of a couple of acres, the consumption of liquor would be no greater than 
if there were only five. 

25140. Now, here is a manufactory employing, we will say, three hundred men. 
Does it affect the drinking habits of those men if a licensed shop is established in that 
vicinity /—I believe it does. If a man can get liquor by going a hundred yards instead 
of five hundred yards or a quarter of a mile, uy believe that he will consume more 
liquor. 

2515a. It is an inducement to him /—It is a temptation. 

2516a. Then do you see any relation between the establishment of that drinking 
place and the drinking on the part of the men?—I say that if the place was a little fur- 
ther off, the temptation to the man would not be so severe ; but, if near the men, then 
whether there is one saloon or six, does not make any difference. 

2517a, One or six would be about the same ?—About the same. 

25184. But the proximity of the saloon to the place of employment is a menace to 
the men, you think /—Not a menace, but a temptation. 
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2519a. Is there, then, a relation between the establishment of drinking places and 
the drinking of the men ?—The exposing of certain men to certain temptations has an 
effect that would not exist if they were removed ; that is all. That principle runs through 
the whole moral law. 

2520a, What is the effect of the liquor traffic on workingmen generally, employed 
in manufacturing establishments and otherwise? I am not now speaking about the 
man’s drinking habit, but of the drink traffic !—I cannot sever the drink traffic from the 
consumption of drink. I say that without the consumption of drink there can be no 
injury to the man, and if there is a traffic in drink it ought to be subject to law. 

2521a. Does the drink habit of men make the drink traffic, or does the drink traffic 
increase the drink habits of men ?—I do not think the drink traffic increases the drink- 
ing habits of men. A man who is addicted to drink will get it when he wants it. 

2522a. But the location has some effect?—There is more temptation if it is too 
close. 

2523a. That is to say the drink traflic in Toronto will not affect employees in Ham- 
ilton !—I do not say that at all, that is anextravaganza with respect to my argument. 
I say that if there is a drink shop within twenty yards of a large establishment, and if 
the men wish to get liquor, the temptation upon them is very severe when the liquor is 
so near. They cannot leave the works very long, and they will hesitate to go five blocks 
when they would not hesitate to go one block. Saloons for the sale of liquor should not 
be placed too close to factories where there is a large number of men. 

2524a. You think it is a disadvantage to have them there !—The public usually 
petition against them, and the License Inspectors usually consider that petition. I think 
if they are allowed at all, they should be kept far removed from aggregations of working- 
men, because they test too severely the man’s capacity to resist temptation. 

2525a. As far as your observation has enabled you to form an accurate opinion, do 
you believe that the enforced prohibition of the drink traffic would have a beneficial 
effect upon the industries of the country /—If prohibition were absolutely enforced, I do 
not think there is the slightest doubt but that it would be beneficial both to the mate- 
rial welfare of the people, because that would mean that there would be no consumption 
of liquor to the detriment of a man’s senses, and his ability to work. 

2526a. And if the people enacted a prohibitory law by a large majority, you have 
no doubt about its proper enforcement !—I think so, if the law has the moral sentiment 
of the people in its favour. Without that, it cannot be done, in my judgment. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2527a. By public sentiment, do you mean sentiment that is expressed by speaking 
and so on, or by action ?—No, I do not believe in the sentiment which is produced by 
what you might call the organized efforts of the temperance party. . 

2528a. We have been told that in some sections where the Scott Act was carried 
by large majorities, after it was passed, no action was taken by the people who had 
voted, and it ended there /—Unless the genuine sentiment exists, it should be deemed 
not to exist. For instance, there is to be a plebiscite, and instead of having an organi- 
zation to induce men to vote, I would let every man come up of his own free motion and 
vote as he pleases, and men who are in favour of prohibition will come up without being 
dragged. The sentiment I refer to is an overwhelming moral sentiment of the people in 
favour of a particular course of action. 

2529a. Do you mean such a sentiment as would lead those who had favoured the 
enactment of a prohibitory law, afterwards to give their aid to its enforcement !—No, 
I know innumerable cases of men who would vote for a prohibitory liquor law to save 
them from their own incapacity to save themselves, and as soon as the law was passed 
they would do their best to get a glass of liquor around the corner. These men would 
like to see a prohibition law passed that would take them by the neck and prevent them 
from drinking, but after it was passed they would still endeavour to get the drink. So 
I say that a great revolution of this kind must be the voluntary demand of the whole 
people, without being forced or organized into bands to bring about the change, other- 
wise it will never last, and the last state will be worse than the first. 
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By Mr. Clarke: 


2530a. How is the license law enforced here?—Fairly well, compared with other 
cities. The license law is in this happy position: that when it is enforced as well as 
anywhere else, it is condemned more than in any other part of the country. 

2531la. How do you mean “condemned more ”?——Because there is a party here that 
is ceaseless and sleepless in condemning the working of the license law in Hamilton, 
when as a matter of fact it will be found in comparison to be better enforced here than 
in any other part. There are newspapers in this city, the business of whose editors con- 
sists in condemning the liquor law. They never let up in regard to the administration 
of the liquor law in this town; but I challenge any other city in this country to show 
statistics which will indicate that the liquor law is more strictly enforced than in this 
city of Hamilton, or where there is less drunkenness in proportion to its population. I 
throw out the challenge to these gentlemen to show any community of the size of this 
city where there is less drunkenness and less crime springing from the use of drink, than 
there is in Hamilton. 

2532q. Still, in proportion to your population, you have a larger number of licensed 
places than other cities 7—There is a difference of opinion with regard to the effect of 
the number of places. The licensees we have are living from hand to mouth, they do 
not make any money out of it. Those gentlemen state that they are all under mortgage, 
and do not know that their souls are their own. There are some who can hardly make 
a living. As to whether a lesser number would have the effect of diminishing the sale, 
is a serious question. 

2533a. There have been statements in the newspapers that it is the intention to 
have an investigation into the operation of the license law here ?—I have been told so. 
That has sprung from the charges which are constantly reiterated by the newspapers to 
which I alluded, without the slightest foundation. 

2534a. You give it as your opinion that the law is well enforced /—I am personally 
not aware that it is better enforced in any other city. 

2535a. You have not had much experience of the operation of the Scott Act ?— 
No, except to travel through the country where it was in operation. 

2536a. How did you find the condition of things in those counties compare with 
what exists here under license ?/— Well, I have been in several counties where the Scott 
Act was in operation, and I always found myself with a number of companions away in 
some back room with a faint light, paying two prices for bad liquor, and any number of 
people there. I must say that ai made this experiment two or three times, just as a test. 
I was County Attorney, and I wanted to find out, as a matter of curiosity, how the law 
was enforced. I have asked, just by way of experiment—not from any love of liquor, 
T assure you—I have asked ce people i in places where I have been: ‘“ Now, can we 
get a horn here”? ‘Oh, yes; no difficulty.” Then we would be taken down behind a 
screen, round by a back door, and when we came in there the light was down, but we 
found the place literally jammed. I could name several cities, at Teast more than one, 
in this Province of Ontario, where that was my experience. 

2537a. Is it better that such a traffic should be carried on in these places illegally, 
than that it should be licensed, controlled and regulated ?—Morally speaking the Scott 
Act in that shape was infinitely more degrading to the people than a license Act. Men 
lose their self respect who surreptitiously break a law in that kind of way. 

2538a. Do you know whether, as a result of the Scott Act, liquor was brought into 
the homes in kegs !—I only know that from hearsay, not from personal knowledge. 

2539a,. What was the moral effect on the community of having the Scott Act 
nominally enforced, and practically ignore?—It has the moral effect of making the 
majority of the people laugh at the tex which is a very bad thing, in my judgment. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


25400. What is the moral effect on the community of legalizing the traffic !—No 
other effect than the ordinary effects in all communities with which I have been acquainted 
for fifty years. I have no experience of any community where there was not a legalized 


liquor traftic, except an experience in some places where there was no legalized supervision. 
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2541la. You have said that the traffic is productive of mischiefs of a certain kind ?— 
No, I said the use of liquor. I said it was a benefit to have the traffic under Govern- 
ment control. It is’much better than that every man should make his own whisky and sell 
it to his next door neighbour, and have free trade in whisky. Henry George says that 
free trade in whisky is the way to kill it. I differ from him there, although I agree 
with him in most other things. 

2542a. You say that most licensees live from hand to mouth. Do you know whether 
it is a fact that a number of these men holding licenses, are simply the agents of some 
concern which is the real proprietor ?—They are agents in the same way in which a 
wholesale merchant, for instance, has got what they call a supply man in the country— 
a very good mercantile term—the supply house of a wholesale merchant. For instance, 
the wholesale merchants supply goods to a country storekeeper, and that man is practi- 
cally debarred from buying his goods elsewhere, and the wholesale man keeps him going, 
and the retail man dare not go elsewhere. Now that exists in groceries, in hardware, 
and in every other large business. 

2543a. Whenever that business is not profitable, the wholesale man shuts it up ?— 
Why should he not if the man owes him money? In the meantime, he is generous enough 
to allow the other man to make a living. 

2544a. You think a number of these licensed places are held on the same plan ?— 
No, I say that the manufacturers of liquor, having no confidence in the retailer’s ability 
to pay, allow him to sell their goods, taking the precaution of getting what is called a 
chattel mortgage as security for their debts. 

2545a.’ We want to find out whether a lot of these places are really owned by some 
one firm rather than by the persons in whose name they are conducted !—They are not 
owned to any greater extent than the supply houses or stores I speak of are owned by 
wholesale merchants who sell the goods. These chattel mortgages are taken merely as 
a guarantee that the men will pay for the goods they purchase. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2546a. Were you ever down in Maine?—Never. I have been in Chatham in the 
time of the Scott Act. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2547a. Youspeak about personal knowledge of these things !—In the cases of which 
I spoke, I was giving you personal experience, because I was curious to know something 
about the Scott Act, and was bound to know what other County Attorneys were doing 
in regard to the Scott Act. I had discussions with them, and I took the opportunity, 
just for my own information, of making the experiment in Scott Act counties. 

2548a. And for no other reason ?—For no other reason whatever—except sometimes 
I was thirsty. 

2549a. Do you object to tell me for my own information how many years it is since 
you went on those lecturing tours ?—Well, I was a very strong teetotaller up to the age 
of twenty-three. From that time to this I have not been a teetotaller in the old good 
sense of the term; but there is nothing the matter with me. 

2550a. It was prior to the time you were twenty-three that you lectured on tem- 
perance !—Yes, and it was pretty brilliant if you could have heard it. I was just as im- 
petuous then as I am now. I was a very good temperance lecturer, but I was not paid 
for it. Now you have got to be paid for it. 


138 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


FREDERICK WALTER, of Hamilton, License Inspector, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


2551la. How long have you lived in Hamilton 1—Twenty-four years. 

2552a. You are associated as License Inspector with Mr. McKenzie, who has 
already given his evidence ?—Yes. 

2553a. Eow long have you been Inspector /—Three years. 

2554a. Is your business confined now to inspecting !—Yes, and so is Mr. 
McKenzie’s. 

2555a. The whole time of both of you is given up to that 1—Yes. 

2556a. How do you find the prohibitive clauses of the License Act carried out in 
this city !—Carried out fairly well compared with other places. 

2557a. Do you exercise an unceasing vigilance in looking after the people who are 
engaged in the traffic /—TI visit them personally. 

2558a. And do you keep the traffic under good control with respect to obser ving 
the hours on week nights, and also the Sunday clause 1—Yes. 

2559a. Have you any trouble about their selling to minors /—We have some com- 
plaints in that direction. 

2560a. Have you followed ‘them up ?’—To some extent. We have generally 
cautioned those people by warning them against it. 

2561a. Have you had any prosecutions /—We have had two, and they were fined. 

2562a. For selling to boys !—Yes. In this case it was sold to boys whose father 
was getting drunk in the house. The boys were taking the liquor to the father. 

2563a. Have you cases where the boys themselves drank liquor 7—No. Where 
liquor is sold to boys, it is generally taken to their parents. 

2564a. Have you had sales to Indians, to deal with !—No. There was a prosecution 
here a short time ago, but it fell through for the want of evidence. It is difficult to get 
evidence in such cases, 

2565a. How about unlicensed traftic /—We have very little of that in the city, less 
than in any other city in the Province, I think. 

2566a. We understand that, besides yourself and the Inspector, you have the aid of 
the regular police force ?— Yes. 

2567a. Are there any suggestions you could give us as to how the Act could be 
improved to make it more efficient ?—There are points in which I think it might be 
amended beneficially. 

2568a. We would be glad to take a ee of them and bring them before the 
authorities. For instance, ‘it has been suggested that in case of an infraction of the 
license law a certain number of times, the penalty should be put upon the premises. 
Have you considered the matter /—Yes. 

2569a. What do you think of it /—I think that, in some circumstances, it would be 
a very wise provision. 

2570a. You think it would have the effect of preventing a breach of the law in 
some cases !—I believe it would, judging from my own experience. 

2571la. Take, for instance, the adulteration of liquor. Have you reason to believe 
that it exists to any great extent /—I have been told that it does. 

2572a. Do you favour a system of inspection ?/—Yes, I think it would be very bene- 
ficial, and a saving of money to the Government. 

2573 3a. Do you think the sum charged now for license fees is sufficiently large ?—I 
think, according to the number of licenses we have here, it is not too much. I think it 
should not be any smaller. 

25740. We are told you have ninety-five licenses here, and ten of these are places 
without hotel accommodation. Do you think it desirable to continue that system of 
licensing places that have not accommodation ?—TI see no objection to it. 

2575a. It is urged on the part of some persons that these are merely drinking 
places ?—That may be, but there are other things to be considered in their favour. 

FREDERICK WALTER. 
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2576a. Would you state what they are !—I have a good deal of experience in 
visiting the houses during prohibited hours. In a hotel, or a place where travellers are 
staying, or a large number of boarders, it is very difficult to find out whether they are 
breaking the law ; but in the saloon where people are going in and out, there is no difti- 
culty, if anything is going on that is not right, in finding it out. It is much easier to 
detect a saloon breaking the law than a hotel. 

2577-78a. If either were to be done away with, would it be better to do away with 
the hotel license or the saloon license /—I should think it would be better to do away 
with the saloon. But I do not see why that should be done. The Act does not call 
them saloonsnow. In printing the license, the Government prints it as a saloon license, 
and so we call them by that name. 

2579a. You rather prefer the saloon because it is more easily controlled /—Yes, 
because I believe they do a more legitimate, straightforward business in the way of 
selling liquor. 

2580a. Supposing that evil is being caused to the community by either class, which 
causes the most evil /—I think the tavern is doing as much evil as the saloon, because 
there are other evils besides drinking. 

2581a. To what do you refer !—Sometimes men meet together for other purposes 
besides drinking. 


By kev. Dr. McLeod : 


2582a. In connection with the trade !—Yes, which would be less likely to occur in 
a saloon than in a tavern. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2583a. One view is that the hotel is the more dangerous, because people who would 
not go into a saloon, will go to a hotel, and while there, indulge in drinking ; while it is 
contended that the saloons, being for drinking purposes only, only drinking people will 
go into them, and what occurs there is known to nobody. It is also stated that gambling 
goes on in saloons owing to the concealment, which would not go on in the hotel ?—I 
have considered those matters. The bar of the saloon is generally on the street, quite 
open, and all that is done is observed by any one who goes in and out. Frequently a 
hotel bar will be somewhere in the rear, and they will take liquor up to the rooms and 
other parts of the house, where other things may be going on. It is difficult to find 
these things out. 

2584a. Would you favour an amendment to the law so that instead of having in 
your city eighty-five tavern and ten saloon licenses, this number would be reversed !—I 
would. I think the revenue would be larger. 

2585. Do you think the liquor trade should be separated from other trades ?—Not 
altogether, but I think the hotels might be better conducted, and saloons also. 

2586a. In other words, you would make the retail sale of\liquor for beverage pur- 
poses, a separate business from anything else?—I would not take it away from the 
hotels. I think a certain number of hotels are needed, and I would not like to see 
liquor taken away from them. It is a very necessary thing in order to make a hotel a 
paying institution. 

2587a. You say you would reverse the number and have only ten hotel licenses. 
Would these ten hotels accommodate the travelling public !—-Of course they would be 
larger than at the present time. We would get improved hotels. 

2588a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a general prohibitory law for the 
whole country !/—No. 

2589a. Why not !—I think it would greatly decrease the amount of revenue ; and 
I also think it would be almost impossible to enforce it. 

2590a. In case such a law were passed preventing the manufacture of liquor in the 
country, would you deem it right that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for 
their loss of plant and machinery rendered useless /—I think they should be. They 
have entered into it under the protection of law, and spent their money in it, believing 
it to be a legitimate traffic, and they should be compensated. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 


2591a. Did you hear the evidence of Mr. McKenzie this morning as to the way the 
law was enforced here ?— Yes. 

2592a. Do you concur with him generally that the law is well observed 1_Yes, the 
law is well observed. 

2593a. Now, with regard to this park license. Mr. McKenzie seemed to think it 
was a good thing to give a license there !—I have never known any ill effects to come 
from it. J have been there on a great many different occasions, meetings of various 
societies of workingmen, and I never saw any ill effects. 

2594a. How many seasons has that license been issued ?—I could not say how 
many years. 

2595a. Do you think it promotes temperance to have a beer license there ?—I could 
not say it promotes temperance ; but doubtless liquor would be taken there by many 
parties if there were no license, but perhaps there would not be so much drinking as 
now. 

2596. Would you favour taking away the license from that park /—Of course, I 
have never considered it in that light. I suppose it will be taken away, I understand 
this is the last year it will be run for that purpose. 3 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2597a. It is a license to sell beer and wine only !—Yes, for six months. 

2598. Have you any reason to believe that they sell other liquors than beer and 
wine !—I have strong reason to know that they do not. 

2599a. Do you think whisky is sold there?—No. I have been on the ground 
several times when they were not expecting me; and I have been on committees myself 
whose business it was to investigate, and I have known parties to go there and beg for 
liquor when the parties themselves were sick, and they could not get it; the licensee 
said he never kept it, and I do not believe it was ever sold. 

2600a. You devote your time exclusively to the purpose of inspection !—Yes. 

2601la. How often do you make an examination /—Very frequently. 

26020. Have you any regular time ?—No, I try to make my time as irregular as 
possible. 

2603a. So they do not expect you!—No. Sometimes I go in the night and some- 
times in the day. 

26040. Do you also look after illegal sellers ?—Yes, I had several fined. 

2605a. Do you know anything about liquor being sold on the race course near here ! 
—I was there once, and saw liquor sold there. 

2606. Under a license ?—I do not know anything about that ; I believe it was not. 

2607a. Were you Inspector then ?—Not in that district. It is not my district. I 
suppose you refer to some races last winter on the ice near the city of Hamilton. Some 
liquor was sold then. 

2608a. By people who keep licensed places in this city?—No. Five people were 
prosecuted for that and fined. 

26090. How many real hotels do you think there are in the city? The Inspector 
told me this morning there were eighty-five. Do you think they are all real hotels ?— 
They really have facilities for doing a hotel business. 

26100. Do they do a hotel business ?—It is difficult to tell. 

2611la. Do you visit them ?—I do sometimes. I find guests there ; sometimes not 
many. But it it isa very difficult matter to tell whether they do a hotel business. Of 
course, if there are only two people sitting there, and the house has the accommodation 
the law requires it is really a hotel. 

26120. How many of these eighty-five do you think are general hotels in the 
ordinary understanding of the term !—I do not know what you mean by the ordinary 
understanding of the term. We call them hotels so long as they have bed-rooms and 
give a man a meal. 

2613a. Hotels for the purpose of the license law ?—They have all the law asks for. 

FREDERICK WALTER. 
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2614a. Do these saloons have facilities for giving meals !—Yes ; that is, they have 
facilities for giving a man a meal if he asks forit. But that does not often happen. 

2615a. Most of them are able to give a meal if some person goes and asks for it ?— 
That is all the law demands. 

2616a. Have they other facilities for doing that aside from what they have for their 
own family use /—I do not know that they have. Of course some of them have a family, 
and they require to have stovesand cooking utensils for getting up meals. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2617a. Would you favour the issue of licenses for the sale of light wines, native 
wine and lager beer ?— We have not had much experience here with wine and beer licen- 
ses. We had one, and from what I was told, it was a failure. They would sell other 
liquors ; they would not observe the law. The reason why such a license was given to 
Dundurn Park was because it was so open that nothing else could be sold without 
everybody being cognizant of it. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2618. You think there are many of these places which have bed rooms and faci- 
lities for furnishing meals, but if they were really bound to do a hotel business, they 
would have to close up ?}—I think a great many of them would have to close up. 

2619a. I suppose that at fair times and assizes times, some persons do more business 
than at other times in the way of keeping travellers /—Yes. 


ARCHIBALD McKELLAR, of Hamilton, High Sheriff of the County of Went- 


worth, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


2620a. How long have you held that position /—Eighteen years. I have resided 
in Hamilton about eighteen years. 

2621a. Have you had any official position in connection with the License Board 
since you lived in the city?—I had for a few years at first. I was one of the Commis- 
sioners. 

2622a. How long is it since then ?—I was Commissioner five years, and I resigned. 

2623a. Any knowledge you have of the operation of the License law as at present 
existing, is merely as a citizen !—Yes, I have no official connection with it. 

2624a. As High Sheriff of the county, the prisoners who are committed to jail are 
virtually under your charge ?—Yes. Those who are men are sent to the Provincial ins- 
titution ; their names, their nationalities, their age, and the offence they have committed, 
all pass before me. 

2625aa. Do you find that any large proportion of the prisoners who are committed 
to the common jail of the county have been persons of intemperate habits !—Yes. 

2626a. Could you say how large a proportion ?—I could not say, as I have not had 
time to look that matter up. But it is a large proportion. 

2627. I suppose you have a good many prisoners committed to that jail for drunk- 
enness ?—- Yes. 

2628a. From your experience do you find that there is any beneficial result to 
these individuals from short terms of imprisonment for drunkenness /—I am not aware 
that they are permanently benefited. 

2629a. From your experience, would you favour institutions being provided where 
men who are the victims of alcoholism could be committed for a longer term ?—Yes, if 
a cure could be effected. They do not get much good from short sentences. The Sal- 
vation Army had an organization here, which took them in hand when they left the jail 
and helped them to get work. But that organization is broken up, and now most of 
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them, when they go out have no money, no friends and no one to look after them; and 
I believe in a large majority of cases, they get back to what they were before. 

2630a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law ?—No, not 
beyond what any other citizen might have. The county I came from had one for a while, 
but then it was not observed. 

263la. What was the trouble about it ?—Well, I think the trouble was that public 
opinion was not sufficiently strong to sustain it. I am a teetotaller myself, perhaps I am 
the oldest teetotaller in this city, and I have neither tasted nor handled any intoxicating 
drinks since I wasa boy, for at least seventy years ; so that I can speak as a temperance 
man. Many of our temperance men ask that the Government should pass a prohibitory 
law. My opinion is that a Government should never go in advance of public opinion ; and 
the question to decide is, is public opinion prepared for that? I suppose that is one of 
the objects this Commission is endeavouring to find out. But if public opinion was 
prepared for it, I should rejoice to see a law prohibiting not only the drinking but the 
manufacture of intoxicating liquor, because I believe that the drinking usages now cause 
the heaviest burden that this country has to bear in the way of taxation. 

2632a. Have you found a great improvement in the habits of the people from year 
to year ?—Oh, very much. WhenI was a boy they would not bury a man without having 
intoxicating liquor. They would think it just as wrong to do that as we would think 
it to put a body into the ground without a coffin. 

2633a. They must have liquor on hand !—They had liquor at funerals, barn raisings, 
logging bees, weddings and on almost every occasion. I remember one man who died 
here a short time ago, about ninéty-eight years of age. When he was a boy he had a brother 
about my age, eight years old, who was taken sick with erysipelas. The other brother 
expected he was going to die, and he got a little keg that would hold about two gallons 
of whisky, and put it in a bag, and went twelve miles to the distillery to get whisky to 
use at the funeral. He got the whisky before he did the coffin. Fortunately the boy 
recovered ; still they used the whisky just the same. There is a great improvement in 
the country in that respect. 

2634a. You have spoken of public sentiment being at the back of the success of 
such an enactment. Now, supposing that in one or more of the Provinces of this Domi- 
nion, taking it from ocean to ocean, there was a decided sentiment in favour of prohibi- 
tion, and in others, a decided sentiment against it, would you expect the law to have 
the same success over the whole Dominion !—No, I would not. Where they are against 
it, how would you enforce it ? 

2635a. Then you think that the amount of sentiment in favour of its enforcement 
has a good deal to do with the success of the law ?—I think so. 

2636a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour remuneration being 
given to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery that would be rendered 
useless !— As a matter of equity, if I were dealing with it, instead of remunerating them, 
I would make them pay for the injury and expense they are causing the country. 

2637a. You have thought that matter out ?—I have. 

26380. How would you arrive at the amount of that injury and expense ?—Of 
course, I have not gone that far yet. But I believe that the men who cause the expense 
ought to pay for it. I would be in favour of a law giving them a license on the under- 
standing that they should pay all the expenses of the administration of criminal justice 
in cases arising from the use of drink. 

2639a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law preventing the manu- 
facture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors, if you thought it could be enforced ? 
—Most undoubtedly. 

2640a. We are told that there are some six or seven millions of Dominion revenue 
now derived from the traffic. How would you make up for the loss of that revenue !— 
That is quite true, but then you can balance that amount by the sums we are paying for 
jails, court-houses and institutions of that kind. 

2641a. The Dominion is not paying for these institutions ; the Provinces have to 
do that. But there would be a loss to the Dominion revenue of six or seven million 
dollars, and how would this loss be made up? Supposing it had to be raised either by 
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increased tariff duties, or by direct taxation, which plan would you prefer? Would you 
think it better to submit to increased taxation for the sake of having such a law passed ? 
—I would, because it is not a question of money, but of the destruction of life aad pro- 
perty. 

2642a. Do you think there would be a greater paying power on the part of the 
people if such a law were efficiently enforced !—I do. 

2643a. Does the same remark apply to the Provinces who derive a revenue from 
licenses !—I think it would be a benefit to the people, because they who are now spend- 
ing their time in jail, would then be at work in producing. And the same remark 
applies to municipal taxation. 

2644a. We would be glad to hear any other statement you wish to make.——I believe 
it is just that men who throw a burden on others should be held responsible for it ; and 
IT hold that brewers and distillers are manufacturing an article that is producing an 
enormous amount of loss, both of money and of life. We must take that into account. 
I know families here in the city where the man was doing very well for a time, but he 


began drinking and died, and his wife and children are now in poverty. Now what 


value would you place against a man’s life? These are things that have to be taken into 
account. 

2645a. Is there any further statement you would like to make?—Although I am 
a temperance man and would like to see every other man temperate, and would like to 
see a prohibitory law, at the same time I would not urge the Government to pass such 
a law until they were satisfied that the community was prepared to carry it out. I also 
think that if our public men in our Legislatures, municipalities and elsewhere, would 
themselves set the example of abstinence, they would exert a wonderfully good influence. 
You know we are creatures of imitation from the cradle to the grave, and if we have 
good models before us we are very apt to follow them. I think we should endeavour to 
get the people in high places to set such examples. 

2646a. Do you find that the churches and the temperance societies have been exercis- 
ing an increasing influence for good in this direction ?—I think so. The churches are 
now all temperate ; but there was a time when the Presbyterians, the church that I 
belong to, the Old Kirk branch, used to like a little toddy, but they have given that up. 
The Methodists have gone a long way ; in fact, all denominations are now temperance 
men and are exerting a powerful influence in every part of the country. I remember 
the days of Father Matthew, and I know how much good he did. I remember being in 
Ireland and seeing how much the temperance cause has gained there. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 

2647a. You speak about the returns of imprisonments. From whom could we get 
those returns ?—From the jailer. 

2648a. I suppose he could give us a record of them?—Yes. These statistics are all 
embodied in the Provincial statistics. I do not know that there is anything more I 
would like to say, only I hope that you will all become temperance men and become an 
example to others. I have been for seventy years a total abstainer, and it is owing to 
that, under the blessing of God, that I enjoy my health to-day. I am now in my 
seventy-eighth year, and am stronger than many men ten years younger. Gentlemen, I 
am pleased to meet you, and I hope your labours will be crowned with great success. 
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Rev. D. L. BRETHOUR, of Burlington, on being duly sworn, deposed as 


follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


2649a. Where do you reside /—In Burlington, in the County of Halton. 

2650a. How long have you been a minister of the Methodist Church of Canada ? 
—Nearly thirty-three years. 

2651la. We have had before us and placed upon our record, the declaration of the 
General Conference of that Church, held in Montreal in 1890. Do you individually con- 
cur in that declaration ?—I do. 

2652a. How long have you resided in the County of Halton /—Some years ago I 
resided there for three years. J am now again residing there for nearly two years and a 
half. 
2653a. When you resided there previously, was the Canada Temperance Act, com- 
monly called the Scott Act, in force ?—It was. Halton is now under a license law. 

2654a. Perhaps the simplest way would be for you to make a statement to the Com- 
mission of the condition of affairs in Halton under the Scott Act, and the condition 
now ?—I came into the County of Halton two or three months after the Scott Act went 
into operation. My church was in Milton. I was in the county then fully three years 
during the operation of the Act, and took some part in its enforcement. The enforce- 
ment of the law, so far as the temperance people were concerned, was committed to a 
central committee in the county, many of whose members resided in or near the town of 
Milton, so that a meeting of the committee could be easily obtained. There were many 
difficulties in the enforcement of that law. Little by little many of those difficulties 
were removed until the sentiment became so strong in favour of the law that its enforce- 
ment was much less difticult at the end of the three years of my residence there than at 
the beginning, and there was very little trouble in enforcing the law. The enforcement 
of it created a good deal of antagonism between the two parties, and those who were 
most active in its enforcement were subjected to various persecutions and personal in- 
dignities. In my own case they hung me up in effigy in my own town, within a stone’s 
throw of my own church. They also sent me letters threatening my life; if I did not 
cease my efforts in seeking to enforce this law, my life would be forfeited, and so on. 
But the enforcement of the law went on. During my stay there the final effort to re- 
peal the Scott Act was made. We sustained the Act by more than double the majority 
with which it was first carried. The sentimentin favour of the Act at that time was 
very strong, and the enforcement of it was very rigid and very effective. One person 
came into the County of Halton and it was alleged, and I think correctly, that he had 
made a heavy bet that he could purchase liquor anywhere in the county. This man, 
travelling from one end of the county to the other, went through the towns and sought 
to buy liquor, but could not buy it ; he sought to beg it, but could not beg it ; he tried 
to borrow it, but could not borrow it ; he tried to steal it, I suppose, but could not steal 
it. Finally, he got an order from a physician for a pint of liquor at a drug store, and 
that became the foundation for a report that any one could obtain liquor of any kind 
from one end of the County of Halton to the other by means of a permit from a physi- 
cian. I know that any statement that liquor was free, or that liquor could be obtained 
at any time in the County of Halton in those days, is not true, as far as my personal 
knowledge goes. Another statement made in the county of Halton during those days 
was, that the Scott Act had driven the sale of liquor out of its legitimate channels into 
the homes of the people, and that there was liquor in homes then where it had not been 
before. I took a little pains to inquire into that matter, and I inquired about it of a 
gentleman who was assessor of one of the townships of the county. I asked, “ Have 
you found liquor in the homes of the people so far as you have entered them?” He an- 
swered, ‘‘I have not found it. I have been offered liquor in only one house in half of 
the township which I have gone over in the discharge of my duty as an assessor.” I 
believe this evidence showed the true state of the case in the county generally, and 
that it is not true that the Scott Act drove liquor into the homes of the people. I re- 
tired from the county soon after the vote was taken sustaining the Act. 

Rev. D. L. Brernour. 
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2655a. How did the medical men observe it —During the first part of the Scott 
Act period, some of the medical men were a little careless, and they gave orders very 
generously, as appeared afterwards in the Government returns, but in the latter part of 
the period they were very strict and careful, and there was very little difficulty with 
them. I myself went to some physicians in the town of Milton, and charged them with 
giving orders to old drinkers and bummers, as they were called ; and I charged them 
that they knew they were evading the law when they didit. I further said, “if you con- 
tinue this, gentlemen, I will denounce you before the court.” After that interview 
with these men, I heard a druggist say that he did not make money enough to pay 
his license fee, and there was then one wholesale ‘license in the town. From that time 
we had very little trouble with the doctors. Nearly all of them signed a petition asking 
that no wholesale license be given in the county of Halton, as they did not need it. I 
saw but very little drunkenness during those days. I have lived in license cities and 
towns all my life, and I have seen more drunkenness in one week in some of them than 
I have seen in twelve months in the town of Milton. It was stated by an official of 
that town that there were a great many places in the town, mere shebeens, where men 
could get liquor at any time. After that statement was made, I was overwhelmed with 
letters asking me if it was true. Soon atter that it happened that this same gentleman 
was brought before the court in a liquor case, and in his testimony he said that he did 
not know of a place in the town of Milton where liquor could be obtained. So we 
put that gentleman’s oath on one side against his opinion on the other side. With respect 
to social order, the effect upon society in the county of Halton was of a marvellously 
healthy kind. I was not in the county before the Scott Act came into operation, but 
they all told me that during the two preceeding years there was a pandemonium in the 
county town when the fair was held. But after the Scott Act came into operation, 
during fair time, nota drunken man was to be seen, and at seven or eight o’clock in the 
evening the town would be as quiet as on Sunday. 

2656a. After an absence of some time, you went back and resided two years and a 
half under a license law, in the village of Burlington, how do you find the state of things 
now !—So far as my observation goes, in the village of Burlington, there is a great deal 
more drunkenness now than there was in the town of Milton. I had not lived in Bur- 
lington before and cannot compare Burlington with itself. 

2657a. How many licensed places are there in Burlington !—Two. 

2658a. In that place, was the law well observed !—Yes, I am told so. The people 
say that after it was repealed they still found beneficial results produced by it. Having 
had experience of the law itself in the county of Halton, the people have been uplifted, 
and we find the public sentiment and the moral feeling in the county, what it is to-day. 
There are no licenses outside the incorporated villages and towns in that county, and 
one of these, I think, is a beer and wine license. The moral uplift caused by the enforce- 
ment of the law during those six or seven years of its operations in Halton, has been of 
wonderful benefit to the people of that county. Three or four days ago a leading gen- 
tleman in that county with whom I was talking about the absence of saloons in the rural 
parts of the county, said to me: ‘The benefit without doubt has been very great, and 
we are reaping that benefit to-day. The enforcement of the law in Halton has had a 
very good effect in other counties all over the Province.” 

2659a. Were you there when the vote was taken the second time which resulted in 
repeal, /—No. 

2660a. Could you give me the explanation as to how it came to be repealed ?—My 
view on that point might possibly be considered a little extreme. I do not think there 
was any change in the opinion of the people of the county of Halton on the temperance 
question. It was not because the people were tired of prohibition that they thought a 
change to license would be of benefit ; the causes which lay behind the change of senti- 
ment which finally resulted in the repeal of the Scott Act, were much more of a political 
than of a moral character. That is my view. 

2661a. The majority was never very large, it is not a large county !—About 22,000 
of a population. 

2662a. I noticed by the records before me that when the law was adopted in 1881 
there was a majority in its favor of eighty-one. The next time it was voted on, in 1884 
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there was a majority in its favour of one hundred and eighty. Then, on the first of: March, 
1888, it was again submitted to the people, who gave a majority of one hundred and 
ninety-seven against it. So you think there were side issues that came in !—I do. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


2663a. Would you state a little more fully the influences that brought about 
the repeal of the Act ?—Well, I happened to be Secretary of the Temperance Enforce- 
ment Committee, ana I was waited upon at two different times by individuals, whether 
of their own motion, I know not ; or whether they waited upon me by concert with others, 
I know not ; but I was very solemnly asked to exercise my influence with the Enforce- 
ment Committee, to let up upon the question of enforcement. I asked, why? Because, 
they said it would hurt the party. I think, also, that the rigidity of the enforcement 
sometimes bore strongly upon some men, and those with their friends would of course 
use their influence against the Act. 

2664a. But you are fully persuaded in your own mind that political causes and 
exigencies brought about that repeal /—That is my conviction. 

2665a. You do not understand the repeal to have indicated the position of the 
people towards the prohibition of the liquor traffic as a national measure ’—I do not. 
On that first point I might be permitted to add a word. On the evening before the 
second repeal vote, I was speaking in a certain place, and the gentleman in whose house 
I was staying, a prominent citizen and a prominent temperance worker in the county, 
was conversing with me on the matter. I told him what I had heard, and asked him 
“ Are these things true?” He said, “I am afraid they are.” Then I said to him, 
“Doctor, you will lose that vote to-morrow.” He said, “Ido not think so”; but he 
did. I have been confirmed in that conviction by a number of things, and I have not 
changed it since. 

2666a. Do you know anything of the repeal agitation in other counties than Halton, 
and whether like influence affected the result ?—I do not know. 

By Mr. Clarke : 

2667a. Is the Act a workable measure !—We considered it fairly workable. 

2668a. Can you suggest any amendment that would make it more workable ?— Yes. 
At the time we suggested many amendments to the Dominion Government, but they 
were not granted. 

2669a. Do you recollect any of them ?—There was one with respect to fines. There 
seemed to be a good deai of difficulty with regard to the disposal of fines. It cost the 
temperance people a great deal of money, personally, to enforce the law. 

2670a. The Order in Council provided that the funds should go into the municipal 
treasury. What change did you wish to be made !—We wanted to get hold of the fines, 
and I think if we had been able to use them we could have enforced the Act better. 
My recollection now is that in the beginning we got about half the fines. 

2671a. Where did the other half go to ?—I do not remember. 

2672a. Did that plan work well—giving you half the fines!—We considered the 
Act fairly workable. Of course, there were ditticulties in the enforcement, and we made 
some recommendations for its amendment which I do not exactly remember now. But 
we did not get them, therefore, we had to work under disabilities. Another difficulty 
that existed was an uncertainty as to where the supreme power of enforcement lay. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2673a. Do you favour the enactment of a law to prohibit the manufacture, impor- 
tation and sale of intoxicating liquor for the Dominion as a whole ?—I do, certainly. 

2674a. Would you in such a case admit the making or importation of liquor for 
mechanical, sacramental and medicinal purposes !/—I presume some arrangement of that 
kind would be necessary. 

2675a. Would you favour the making of it in the country, or the importation ?— 
I have not thought of that question, whether the one plan would be the better or the 
other. 

Rev. D. L. Brernour. 
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2676a. In case it was allowed to be manufactured here for those purposes, would 
you propose it should be done by the authorities /— Yes. 

2677a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour remuneration to 
brewers and distillers for their machinery and plant that would be rendered useless !— 
No, I do not think I would. 

2678a. Have you considered at all the mode of making up for the loss of revenue 
which would ensue upon the prohibition of the liquor traffic ?—I do not think that any 
Government should put the moral condition of the people in the balance against revenue 
from the liquor traffic. No Government should continue to draw a revenue from that 
traffic, because they see no way of making up for the loss of that revenue if the liquor 
traffic were abolished. The moral well-being and the social well-being of the people 
should be the first consideration of the Government. 

°2679a. Of course, we all agree with you in that view; but still there is the fact 
remaining that there would be a necessity for raising this revenue, both for the Domi- 
nion, for the provinces and for the municipalities ; and holding the view you do, you 
would relinquish that source of revenue and raise it in some other way ?—Yes, if neces- 
sary. The increased paying power of a moral and sober people would speedily reimburse 
the Government for this loss. 

2680a. Would you recommend that the Government raise this money by an increased 
tariff, or by direct taxation ?—I would say by direct taxation. 

2681a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, would you 
think it desirable to commit its enforcement to the Dominion, or to the Provincial, or to 
the municipal officers !—I should say, not to the municipal officers. I would say to 
officers appointed either by the Dominion or the Provincial authorities. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


2682a. We are charged to examine into the effects of the drink traflic upon the 
morals of the people and their social condition. Now as a pastor for thirty years or 
more, have you observed whether the drink traffic and the drink habit have had the 
effect of producing in any degree the misery, the poverty, the abuse of families, the 
neglect of children, and the irreligion with which you have come into contact ?—So far 
as the drink habit is concerned, it is disastrous to the individual, to the family and to 
society. A great deal of social degradation grows out of the drink habit. So far as 
the drink traffic is concerned, my judgment is that it demoralizes the conscience of the 
people. The legalization of a traftic so full of disastrous results, is an education of the 
public mind in the wrong direction. In my judgment, where the traffic is delegalized, 
driven into darkness and holes and dens, where men cannot get it easily, there isa large 
moral uplift of the public mind and an education of the conscience in the right direction, 
though there might be in some cases a reaction for a time which would injure the sense 
of conscience in the people to some extent. 

2683a. Do you know any other one thing that produces so largely distress in homes, 
demoralization generally, and neglect of children, as the drink habit ?—My observation 
and experience tell me that there is no other cause so great. 

2684a. You make your statement from your observation and experience as a minis- 
ter brought into intimate contact with many families ?—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke: . 


2685a. What is your theory regarding the repeal of the Scott Act in all the 
counties of Ontario in which it was once in force? If it was doing the good that many 
believe it was doing, how is it that the opponents of the law were able to secure majorities 
against it in every county and wipe it off the statute book?’—I had no experience in 
other counties than Halton. I do not recollect that I took any part in the advocacy of 
the Act except in the case of Halton; and I do not know what the causes were which 
lay behind the change of public sentiment in the other counties of Ontario which had 


adopted the Scott Act. 
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W. W. BUCHANAN of Hamilton, journalist, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


2686a. How long have you been residing in Hamilton ?—Eight years. 

2687a. Have you been a journalist during all the time of your residence here ?— 
Yes. 

2688a. What paper do you conduct !—The Templar. 

2689a. Have you had any experience in the working of a prohibitory law in any of 
the counties of this Province /—I was for a short time in Lambton County during the 
existence of the Scott Act, but I left for Winnipeg shortly after it went into force. It 
seemed to produce a very marked diminution in the amount of liquor sold and the 
amount of intemperance visible. 

2690a. You were not there during the whole time of its continuance /—No. 

2691a. But so far as your observation extended, the effects were beneficial ?—Yes. 
In the small town of Watford, of less than two thousand inhabitants, the difference was 
very noticeable. 

2692a. Can you make us a statement with reference to the mode of carrying out 
the license law in this city? We have had evidence before us that there are in Hamilton 
ninety-five licensed houses of public entertainment, together with a certain number of 
shops, and a park license. Now, what have you got to say about that park license ?—I 
think the park license is very flagrantly violated, that is, the sales go very much beyond 
the limitations. It seems to me it is an excuse merely for selling anything and every- 
thing of the character of strong drink. It is a beer and wine license, and only for six 
months. The park is a public resort, a place where, under ordinary circumstances, 
families would desire to go. Whenever there is a large attendance of people at that 
place, there is generally a noisy, drunken time, and a large number of policemen are 
called in to preserve order. I have visited the park myself, and have seen with my own 
eyes two places where liquor was sold, and I have seen witnesses who have seen a larger 
number than that. I have also seen bottles labelled with names that indicated stronger 
drinks than wine and beer, such as gin and whisky. The bottles were plainly seen. I 
have seen not only white men and boys drinking there, but Indians. 

2693a. Did you call the attention of the Inspectors to those things !—We have. 

2694a. The Inspector told us to-day that the licensee rigidly observed the law, so 
rigidly observed it that even private individuals are not allowed to carry in liquor in 
their pockets or in picnic baskets, and if any is discovered in their possession, the police 
take them up ?—I may say that I published the statement I have just made, and the 
gentleman entered an action against me for libel, but withdrew it and paid his own 
expenses. The fact had been ventilated in public, and the Inspectors and Commis- 
sioners are well aware of these charges. I have also made them before the whole Board 
of Commissioners. 

2695a. Were they investigated ?—I think so, but I do not know how far. I know 
that this summer after these statements were made, the same condition of things conti- 
nued to prevail. 

2696a. One Inspector tells us that the business is going to stop, that the man is 
giving up the license ?—It will be a good thing for the city, Iam sure. 

2697a. Now we will come to the ninety-five licensed places in the city, taverns 
with or without equipment. Supposing that the liquor traffic is to remain licensed in 
the city of Hamilton, is that number in excess of the requirements of the people /—My 
opinion regarding these ninety-five licensed houses for public entertainment, is so extreme 
that if I were to express it it would discount any further statement I might make. 
Nevertheless, I do state deliberately, from careful examination and investigation of 
these ninety-five places which hold a license under the guise of being required for the 
accommodation of the public, that I am within the mark when I say that twenty-five of 
them provide all the accommodation needed by the travelling public. I might even say 
a smaller number, and be safe. 

W. W. BucHanan. ¥ 
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2698a. Have you reason to believe that a large number of these ninety-five places 
merely exist for the purpose of selling drink ?—I have not the slightest doubt about 
that. A very large number of them never entertain travellers, or strangers, or citizens, 
for that matter, with either a meal ora bed. For years they have refused to entertain 
travellers. JI am not speaking from guess work, we have put that to the test. 

2699a. Was there a complaint made ?—No, we did not press it. We did not make 
the investigation for the sake of entering prosecutions ; we made it just to ascertain the 
real condition of things. We have taken the ground that the administration was res- 
ponsible for the enforcement of the law, and if we give them the facts and offer to 
assist them, it is their duty to proceed. We have given them these facts over and over 
again. 

2700a. Was there any action taken ?—Not that I know of. 

2701a. Then how is it with reference to Sunday observance, and closing at the pre- 
scribed hours on week days !—There is one good feature in regard to Sunday selling 
that gives us encouragement to believe that the law would be fairly enforced if there 
was any earnest or any energetic effort made to do so. — It is very noticeable that viola- 
tions become frequent and flagrant just as there is a looseness and indifference on the 
part of the officials ; but when there is a pretty vigorous stirring up of things, and the 
Inspectors become a little active, it is very soon noticeable that the law is better 
observed by the holders of licenses. As a rule, however, I think that not more than three 
or four license holders of the city regularly observe the law, so far as we have made an 
examination. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2702a. Do all break the law except three or four ?!—Yes, with the exception of 
three or four, they break it more or less frequently ; some of them constantly, and every 
Sunday and Saturday night selling is very common. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2703a. Have you reason to suppose that there is much illicit selling !—No, I do 
not think there is. I think that in this city there is very fair freedom from that. 

2704a. Then how do you find it in the shops !—Well, I am inclined to believe that 
some of our friends overestimate the amount of illegal selling that is done by the shops. 
Of course, some of the suburban shops are rather bad places ; not so much by reason of 
the quantity that they sell, or their character. But on the whole, the shops are not so 
bad as some of our friends think. 

2705a. I believe you take a great interest in the temperance cause ?—I do. 

2706a. You are what would be called an observer of matters in the community. 
How do you find the population of this city as a sober and law-abiding community ’—I 
think they average up pretty well. 

2707a. We understand that you have sailors visiting the city occasionally, and 
strangers whomight have a tendency to indulge to excess?—TI consider it is a very law- 
abiding city, and I think the condition of the people here is better than in many other 
places. We have not what are called bad quarters, such as are to be found in some 
larger cities, and which offer a greater temptation to illicit sale. 

2708a. Do you find that the state of things is getting better from year to year. Is 
there a better sentiment ?—Unquestionably there is. : 

2709a. You find that the work of the churches and temperance societies are pro- 
ducing good fruit ?—Yes, I think they do. 

2710a. The tendency is upward all the time —Without a doubt. 

271la. Now, are you favourable to the enactment of a general prohibitory law for 
the whole Dominion ?—I am. 

2712a. To prohibit the manufacture, importation and sale !— Yes. 

2713a. Would you admit the making or importation of liquor for mechanical, sacra- 
mental and medicinal purposes /—I would prohibit it only as a beverage. 

2714a. Would you provide that the quantity that is needed for these exceptional 
purposes, should be manufactured in the country or imported ?—Manufactured in the 
country, by the Government. 
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2715a. In case of the passage of a prohibitory law such as you speak of, would you 
deem it right that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for their loss of plant 
and machinery that would be rendered useless ?—I do not know that I would like to 
give a hard and fast answer to that question. In.a general way, I would say that they 
are not entitled to compensation, but I might favour a compromise measure. Logically, 
I think they are not entitled to any compensation. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2716a. Have you any knowledge of the difficulty that stood in the way of the en- 
forcement of the Scott Act in the several counties of this Province ?—Yes, I have a 
general knowledge, having studied the question somewhat. The main difficulty, I think, 
was one common to the administration. The Provincial Government was not responsible 
for the law, and was not under any obligation to public sentiment to make proper pro- 
visions for the enforcement of the law. I think that it is a vital point that the Govern- 
ment which enacts a law and thereby makes itself responsible for the success or failure 
of that law, should be invested with the enforcement of it. This is a law against which 
there is a large and organized opposition, and it demands the strongest possible force of 
administration, and such enforcement could only be given by the Government responsible 
for making the law. The Provincial Government did not care much about enforcing it. 
They were able to say: We did not pass the law, and we are not bound morally or 
politically to see that it is thoroughly enforced. I think there was a great deal of loose- 
ness on that account. I think, however, that any new law must inherently bring with 
it a serious question with regard to enforcement, for a time. You cannot expect a new 
law to have either the applicability or the force of one that is old and tried, one to which 
the people have become accustomed. More than that, the officials were not, as a rule, 
appointed throughout the county with a view to the enforcement of this law ; they had 
been appointed for the enforcement of other laws with which they had become familiar, 
and it was not easy for them to take up the enforcement of a new law. 

2717a. Do you know whether there was any difticulty such as we have heard of in 
the east, growing out of appeals from convictions which caused delays and troubles of 
that kind’ 1_Yes, I think they were very discouraging both to the officials and to the 
friends of the law, and tended to weaken public sentiment. 

2718a. What do you think were the chief causes which brought about repeal ?— 
Well, I have reached a conclusion that has seemed satisfactory to myself, and I believe 
that the apparent revolution which came over the people of Ontario with respect to the 
Scott Act, was due to the serious difficulties of enforcement, and their effect upon the 
political parties of the country. For example, the friends of the Government, we will 
say, found serious fault with the Government because they did not enforce the law 
rigidly, and threatened to break over the traces, and in some cases did, because of their 
dissatisfaction. On the contrary, those who desired to break the law were, we will sup- 
pose, friends of the same party, and they exerted their influence in the opposite direction. 
Finally the party managers said: This thing is becoming a nuisance, it is a troublesome 
question, it divides our ‘parties cross-wise. We have not any political party that is made 
up entirely of friends or opponents of the Act; and I believe there was a general but 
tacit understanding in many places amongst the political managers of both parties, that 
the thing had better be killed. 

2719a, It bothered them, did it ?—-Very seriously. The experience of the Scott 
Act made a great many people independent, and had a loosening effect upon party 
athiliations, and in some particular counties, threw the old parties into great confusion. 

2720a. You do not understand, then, that the repeal of the law signified the disgust 
of the people with the prohibition of the liquor traffic ?—I think without question that 
to a great extent the people were dissatisfied with the enforcement. In voting it out 
the people expressed their dissatisfaction with the enforcement of the Scott Act, to a 
large extent, and expressed their desire for a further restriction of the liquor traffic. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2721a. Did they not have, practically, the enforcement in their own hands !—No. 
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2722a. Could not the municipalities appoint officers to aid the Inspectors and 
constables !—No, I do not think that under our system of Government it is the people 
who enforce the law. They leave that to the administration who are directly respon- 
sible to the people. But the people are responsible for the making of the law. 

2723a. The municipalities put this law into operation by special vote, that is taken 
as an indication of the temperance sentiment. If there had been an honest and sincere 
desire to enforce that law,\some steps would have been taken to vrovide additional 
funds /—Unfortunately the vote was taken entirely separate from the election of muni- 
cipal officers or members of parliament; and the people were led to believe that they 
could more easily get local prohibition by so disassociating it, and the result was that in 
the same township, perhaps, a large majority would be given for the Scott Act, and men 
would be elected to office who were not in sympathy with the Scott Act. 

2724a. Was that a common state of affairs ?—It was, because that is one of the 
points upon which temperance men were not educated ; to see that it was absolutely 
necessary, after having the law on the statute-book, to look after the proper conditions 
of its administration. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2725a. We have found in one county that there are still $3,000 in the treasury 
derived from Scott Act fines; and in another town there are $6,000 that were never 
used for the enforcement of the Act ?’—Yes, the municipal officers were not favourable 
to using it. 


By Rew. Dr. McLeod : 


2726a. I suppose Municipal Councillors are often elected on other issues !—Exactly 
They were not elected on that issue. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2727a. They thought the other issues were more important than the Scott Act—is 
that it?—No. At that particular time they were taught by the public men of this 
country to believe that the people could settle the liquor question apart from their 
representatives, and on that line, in my opinion, it is impossible to secure the adminis- 
tration of the law. I look upon the administration of a law as of greater importance 
than the law itself, and I think it would be a misfortune to have a law unless the con- 
ditions were favourable to its proper administration. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2728a. We are told that in Halton and other counties, political influences entered 
into the matter of the repeal. Does political influence have anything to do with the 
failure to enforce the license law here ?—It is my opinion that it does. 

2729a. Upon what do you base that opinion ?—Observation. 

2730a. In what way does political influence have an effect? Does it make it easy ' 
for unqualified men to get licenses !— Well, in the first place, men in the liquor business 
are apparently very generous in putting up funds for political purposes, and doing work 
for political parties. Whether they do it because they desire to have a license, of course 
may be for others to judge; but it is a fact that they are very generous in this way, and 
I suppose the politicians feel that they ought to make some return to them for the work 
they do for the party. 

2731a. You think, then, that political influence sometimes steps in between a man 
and the penalty he ought to receive for violation? For instance, if he violates the Act 
three times, his license should be revoked !—They never violate it three times here 
they are all first offences. I do not think the authorities here ever discovered that 
there are any second or third offences. 

2732a. You mean to say there are never any charges laid for second or third 
offences ?—I think there has been in one case. They do not want to be hard on those 
who put up money for elections. 
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2733a. Is that where political influence comes in?—That is one way. I sincerely 
believe that men are really granted immunity from prosecution because of their services 
to the party, and geta license for it, too. 

2734a. Do you find that the liquor trade has considerable political influence ’—I 
think that under the license system it has grown to be a very powerful political influence. 

2735a. Speaking about the park, is there more than one park in this vicinity ?— 
Dundurn Park is within the city limits, and just outside the corporation we have two 
or three others. They are all very bad drinking places. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


2736a. What kind of license do they receive ?—I think they have a wine and beer 
license. Possibly the other places may have a tavern license where people go from the 
city to drink. There is a great deal of drinking done there. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2737a. From a financial point of view, do you think that the national prohibition 
of the liquor traffic is desirable ?—I think so. 

2738a. How are you going to meet the deficits in the revenue ?—The immediate 
disturbance is a matter, I fancy, for adininistrative experts to settle. I think the imme- 
diate results would require considerable expert ability to meet. Ultimately I believe 
there will be no loss to the Government, as by protecting both the material and moral 
interests of the people, I think there would be a gain. We are paying now a large 
revenue to the Government upon the clothes we wear and some of the food we eat, and I 
am certain that the money spent for drink would be expended on these other duty-pay- 
ing articles with very much better results to the revenue. I think ultimately the revenue 
would be greater than it is at present from the liquor traffic. 

2739a. Do you favour national prohibition because you have observed the injurious 
effect of the drink traffic upon the industrial interests of the country, and upon the 
moral and social conditions of the people ?— Unquestionably. I think the material inter- 
ests of the Dominion demand the prohibition of the liquor traffic, altogether aside from 
the moral interests. 

2740a. Do you think it would be profitable, as a business undertaking ?—Greatly 
to the interests of the people. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2741a. What do you mean by national prohibition ?—Prohibition for the nation, of 
the manufacture, importation and sale of strong drink as a beverage. 

2742a. Could you direct us to some country where there is a law of that kind in 
force, where we could obtain statistics ?’—I do not know that EE is a national law. 
There are the States of Maine and Kansas. 

2743a. Under national prohibition, would you permit citizens of this country to 
bring in liquor for their personal use ?—I think prohibition of the importation would 
cover that. 

2744a. Do you know of any country in the world where importation for private, 
use is prohibited ?—I do not know that I can name a place at this moment. However 
I think that is not a serious objection to the advocacy of a reform that can be demon- 
strated as sound and logical. 

2745a. But if we had the experience of some country that had a law of that kind 
on the statute books, to guide us, it might be of advantage to us. You said there wasa 
good deal of politics mixed up in this business; are the License Commissioners political 
partisans !—TI think so. 

2746a. Do you believe that they give out these licenses as a reward for political 
services rendered !—I am persuaded that they do. 

2747a. Have any representations been made to the Government regarding the issue 
of beer licenses to these parks, outside and inside the city ?—There have been, on a num- 
ber of occasions, statements made to the Government. About five months ago, a very 


full bill of particulars with regard to the serious non-observance and maladministration 
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of the law here, was laid before the Department of the Provincial Treasurer. An inves- 
tigation is talked of to ascertain the truth, I suppose, of these statements. We have a 
race track near the city, and although it is outside the limits, still our city seems to be 
under some obligation to provide for the maintenance of peace and order there when we 
have races. The citizens who foot the bills for the police, have to foot the bills for 
maintaining peace and order on the race track. We send a large detachment of police- 
men from the city on those racing days, and our officials are on hand there—I do not 
know whether they preserve order or not, but a great many of them are there. A great 
many persons sell beer and strong drink freely there when these races take place. 

2748a. Without a license ?—The law, as I understand it, provides for no such thing 
as a license for such a place. 

2749a. The persons who sell are not license holders !—The company who own the 
track built this bar clearly for the purpose of selling strong drink, and they lease it for 
a large consideration to men who are license holders in the city, who purchase this 
privilege and sell openly, three days at a time, and sell to the men who are charged with 
the responsibility of enforcing the law, as well as to the public. 

2750a. Are they brought before the court for this action ?—We have not heard of 
any such cases yet. 


By Judge McDonald : 


275la. This contingency has sometimes been presented to us: In the case of national 
prohibition, with three or four Provinces strongly in favour of it, and one or two opposed, 
whether there would not be a difficulty created in the administration of the law, whether 
it might be well administered in some places and not in others?—I do not think there 
could be an adequate settlement of this question upon anything short of a national basis, 
There would be serious difficulty with importations. The whole question lies with the 
Federal authorities, I take it. 

2752a. But supposing it was carried for the Dominion, with some Provinces favour- 
able to it and other Provinces unfavourable, though all under the law. Would there 
not be a weakness? I think Sir Leonard Tilley first called our attention to that diffi- 
culty ?—There are difficulties with regard to the enforcement of all laws in that same 
respect. Not long ago a man committed a murder in the county of Compton, Province 
of Quebec. The people of that county were decidedly opposed to his arrest and convic- 
tion, and the Provincial authorities had to send a strong posse of police from the city 
of Montreal to put down the public sentiment of that county. $ 

2753a. You would hope that the strength of the Government as a whole would be 
sufficient to cope with the difficulties ?—Yes, I think so. 


By Rev, Dr, McLeod: 


2754a. The question has been asked of several gentlemen to-day, and I will ask 
you, whether you are able to say that any considerable number of licenses in this city 
are practically controlled by some other person than the nominal licensees ?—I am in a 
position to say that is a fact, a very large number. While I am not prepared to say it 
is a fact to-day, I believe it to be. Iam prepared to say that within fifteen months 
when I caused one of my reporters to search the Registry Office, one gentleman in this 
city then had mortgages on about sixty of the liquor selling places in this city, and had 
private agreement with people by which he could turn them out at any time on a day’s 
notice. That gentleman was a prominent brewer of this city, and a very active parti- 
san with the dominant party of this Province. I believe that, within the meaning of 
the Act, these licensees were not the true owners in any of these cases. We find on 
looking up the records, that men are turned out and the licenses are transferred to 
somebody else, without any doubt, at the instance of the true owner of the business. 
We also noticed that those houses, almost without exception, were houses that were 
never of any service to the public as places of accommodation, and were mere tipling 
places, and were open, I should say, without any question, as mere agencies of this 
manufacturer. 

2755a. Are these amongst the places that are the most persistent in violating the 
law ?—Unquestionably ; and even if a man does break the law and gets so bad that 
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public opinion will not stand his getting a license any longer, it makes no difference. The 
effort to secure his removal is very discouraging, in the fact that another man steps in 


and continues the same kind of business. 
2756a. One man goes out and another comes in, and the same proprietor supplies 


the beer ?—I believe so. 
By Mr. Clarke : 


2757a. Is it lawful for a person to have more than one license in a municipality 1— 
It is illegal under the statute. 

2758a. You understand that practically one person has control of several /—Yes, 
I believe that to be a fact. 


The Commission adjourned. 


W. W. BucHANAN. 
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HAMILTON, October 7th, 1893. 


The Reyal Commission on the Liquor Traffic met in the City Hall, at ten o’clock 
a.m. 


Present: 
JupGE McDonatp. Mr. BH. F. CLarKke. Rev. Dr. McLeop. 


JOHN W. MURTON, of Hamilton, coal dealer, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


2759a. Have you at any time held a position in connection with the administration 
of the license law !—I was on the License Board for thirteen or fourteen years. I ceased 
to be so three years ago. 

2760a. How long have you lived in Hamilton !—About fifty years, nearly all my 
life. 

276la. You are in business here now?—Yes. My business is coal warehousing and 
wharfinger. 

2762a. What position did you hold on the Board ?—I was chairman of the Board 
for twelve years. 

2763a. I suppose while you were on the Board, there were changes made from time 
to time in the license law ?—Yes. 

2764a. With a view to making it more efficient !—Yes, the changes aimed at mak- 
ing it more stringent. 

2765a. Do you find that a great proportion of the license law is prohibitory in its 
nature !—Yes. There is a provision for license, and then come a great many pro- 
hibitory provisions. 

2766a. How many Inspectors had you in your time !—We had one, Mr. McKenzie. 
There was an assistant, Mr. Walter, appointed about the time I left. 

2767a. Were you here when Mr. Buchanan gave his evidence yesterday !—I was. 

2768a. Did the License Commissioners get their information from the Inspector ?— 
From the Inspector, and from outside information. 

2769a. The licenses, we understand, are granted about the end of April and come 
into effect the lst of May !—Yes. 

2770a. Then for some weeks previous to that time, is the Board engaged in hearing 
applications !— Yes. 

2771a. Are these applications advertised —Yes, all new applications are advertised. 
I donot think old ones are advertised, but notice is given by the Board. The meetings 
of the Board are open. 

2772a. After the applications have been made, the Board has to consider each 
case !—EKach case. 

2773a. In each case there is a report from the Inspector !— Yes. 

2774a. Is there opposition made to some of these applications /—Sometimes. 

2775a. It is the duty of the Board to consider these !—Decidedly. 

2776a. Then after having weighed all these matters, if found satisfactory, the license 
is granted 1—Yes, if not refused. 

2777a. Did you find you had applications in excess of the number ?—Yes, largely 
sometimes. 

2778a. In that case you had to make a selection between those to whom the license 
should be given ?—Yes. 

2779a. Did you have many cases to investigate where the people complained that 
houses were not kept satisfactorily ?—-There were a few. We took the general record 
of the year, the convictions for violations of the law. 
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2780a. Were the complaints made to you as Commissioners individually, or did they 
come in officially !—Oh yes, the temperance organizations here kept at us all the time, 

2781a. In that case you called upon them to furnish proof ?—Yes, often. 

2782a. Did you find that always forthcoming !—When I was Commissioner, our 
experience was that we received very little assistance from the temperance organization. 
In fact, nearly all the prosecutions failed which were undertaken on the evidence they 
were to produce. It is a notable fact that they seldom or never produced any evidence 
that would enable us to convict persons whom they charged, and that led to costs on the 
part of the Government, which the Government had to pay. 

2783a. While you were connected with the Board, was there an honest effort to 
carry out the iaw efficiently in all its provisions !—Yes, decidedly. The record will 
show that there:has been a great decrease in the number of licenses. In fact, when I 
went upon the Board, which was about the time the Crooks Act came into force, there 
were a great number of unlicensed places, groggeries and shebeens of every description. 
I do not know how it is to-day, but before I left the Board we were able to boast that 
you could not find one unlicensed groggery in the city. I believe they were reduced to 
a mere fraction of their former number, if there were any at all. 

2784a. According to your experience, do you think it would be better that the 
Municipal Council should have charge of this matter, or the Board of Commissioners /— 
Decidedly the Board of Commissioners. I heard you ask the question yesterday whether 
the Commissioners were political. Of course, they are political, and they are chosen 
from the party in power. But I do not believe the public will charge the Commissioners 
here with violating the rules of honour with respect to the distribution of licenses. 

2785a. Did you find that itis an exceedingly difficult position to fill /—Indeed it is a 
most thankless position. The Board is not paid a cent. 

2786a. I suppose it may be said that there is no praise for them, or very little, and 
plenty of blame ?—It is a most uncomfortable office. 

2787a. Have you ever considered whether it would be an improvement to have the 
Board made up of officials, that is, that instead of being composed of gentlemen selected 
from the community as you and others were, it should be made up, for instance, of the 
Registrar, the Sheriff and other officials of that kind ?—I have sometimes thought that 
would be advisable. But I think the gentlemen who are now selected are generally men 
that are considered above making use of their position for any unworthy purpose, and 
have really no ‘axe to grind’ and no salary to receive. 

2788a. Do you think it better that they should be remunerated !—I certainly do. 
I can see no sense or justice in taking business men from their places of business and 
imposing upon them a very onerous and disagreeable duty. I think they ought to be 
paid as well as bank managers and directors of institutions. 

2789a. Paid by the Government or municipality ?—By the Government. 

2790a. I understand your view would be to keep the matter as far as possible from 
any connection with municipal bodies !—Decidedly. I believe if that question were put 
to the people, they would agree that they should be paid. 

279ia. Our attention has been called to the fact that in this city there are ninety- 
five licensed taverns of which ten do not require to have tavern accommodation, and of 
those who do have it, in many cases, it is merely nominal. Do you think it would be 
better to dispense with that provision of the law allowing a license to those which are 
not equipped for tavern accommodation ?—I do not know. The major part of these 
licenses are given to places which are rather places for recreation. While the law re- 
quires them to have a certain number of bed-rooms and appointments to entitle them to 
be considered hotels, yet there are undoubtedly a great many of them that are not 
required to give accommodation of that kind ; and they do a business almost exclusively 
in liquor. But I think the places in Hamilton are very respectable. 

2792a. Those that are commonly called saloons ?—I do not believe, what I heard 
stated here yesterday that any of the hotel-keepers have refused to accommodate guests. 
The first instance of that kind coming before the Commissioners would cut the head off 
the man, I am sure of that. 

Joun W. Mourron. 
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2793a. From your knowledge of the city, do you think that ninety-five such places 
are needed for purposes of recreation !—Well, when we have attempted to keep certain 
localities free from these places at the request of the residents of that. locality, these 
same people would say to us: Why do you compel us to go away down to the centre of 
the city for liquor? You ought to distribute them more equally in the city. 

2794a. Do you find that people in what may be called the residential sections of 
the city, ask that you should leave these places in their midst ’—No, they wanted to get 
them removed from the respectable residential quarters, perhaps not from the poorer 
ones. In looking back at the record of this town when I was Commissioner, I found 
that when we were only about thirteen thousand inhabitants, we had one hundred and 
thirty-seven licensed places, under the government of the municipality. Now in a city 
of fifty-two thousand, we have somewhere about ninety hotels and thirty shops. 

2795a. Have you reason to believe that when you were Commissioner the shop- 
keepers observed the terms of their license !—Yes, very generally. We used to boast of 
the character of the shops, particularly. Once or twice the Commissioners undertook a 
personal investigation at our own expense. We visited every place, and we were greatly 
surprised to find the shops of such a high character. There were some exceptions that 
were weeded out; one or two that were lopped off. 

2796a. Were they selling by the glass’—Yes, by the glass, and it is proposed now 
to reduce them down to a mere fraction of the present number. 

2797a. Do you approve of the change in the law that prevents the sale of liquor in 
connection with other goods ’—Decidedly, and I do not think it is as rigid as it should 
be. I think that every shop should sell exclusively either liquor or groceries. 

2798a. That is, you would not allow the two establishments next door to each other? 
—I do not approve of that. I think the law could be improved in that respect. 

2799a. There is a great temptation to evade that law ?—There is no doubt of it. 

2&00a. I think the Inspector said yesterday that in some cases there was a yard in 
the rear, common to the grocery and to the liquor shop, with an entrance to each. If 
there was a connection between the two, it would forfeit the license ?—I do not know 
about that. There are very few shop licenses, and the major part of them are held by 
highly respectable grocers, men who have been in the business for many years, and as 
they are not debarred from having liquors in connection, or next door, we will say, the 
Commissioners thought it was not worth while to compel them to move out of the build- 
ing they were in, and they were allowed to divide up their premises. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod - 


2801la. The Commissioners get no fees, even !—Nothing at all. The County Com- 
missioners are allowed mileage, I think, that is all. 

2802a. Does it take considerable time of the Commissioners in the course of the 
year !—Indeed it does. 

2803a. It is purely an honorary position ’—Purely honorary. It used to take upa 
great deal of my time and caused me a great deal of annoyance. 

2804a. When applications are made for licenses, have the Commissioners consider- 
able discretion in granting them, or must they do so and so !—No, it is entirely in their 
discretion as to how many they shall grant. They can reduce the number to one, but 
they cannot go beyond the number fixed by the limit of population. 

2805a. You always had more applications than you could grant?’—A great many 
more. 

2806a. When you had too many applications, how did you discriminate /—We first 
took the old licenses and continued the license to them ; we gave them the preference. 
If there were some of them deprived of their license on account of violations of the law, 
we made the best selection we could among the new applicants to replace them, 

2807a. Were licenses frequently revoked !—Yes, it was very seldom that we did 
not revoke some licenses at the end of the year, but always for cause. 

2808«. For disregarding the provisions of the law —I am free to say that we never 
cut a man off from any other cause than violation of the law. 

2809a. Were they always revoked when there was cause? We have heard in some 
places that they were not?—It just depends. I do not think they were always revoked. 
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* What you might term a cause, would be one, two or three violations of the law. We 
were not restricted, we had to use our own judgment. We might cut off a license, and 
we have often done so, where there was no conviction against the holder at all, because 
we were personally convinced that he was violating the law and was not a proper person 
to hold a license. We were not obliged to deprive because of convictions, nor were we 
obliged to retain when there were no convictions. We used our own discretion. 

2810a. But you think that the Commissioners always revoke licenses when there is 
cause !—I think so. 

28lla. We have heard in some places that the granting of a license does not turn 
upon cause /—I heard that said here yesterday by a professional witness on behalf of the 
temperance organizations, and if I had been sitting alongside the witness, I might have 
controverted something that he said. 

2812a. Do you suppose there are ever professional witnesses on the other side ?— 
T do not know. I know I am not a professional witness. 

2813a. It has been said that political influence enters into this matter, and we are 
anxious to find out how far that is true?—I think that if you will take the list of 
licensees in this city and ascertain their political complexion, you will find that the party 
in power has very much less in number than those who are opposed to it. 

2814a. When applications are made for licenses, it is permissible for persons opposed 
to a particular place, to petition against it /—Yes. 

2815a. Do the Commissioners frequently have such petitions !— Yes. 

2816a. Majority petitions /—Yes. 

2817a. Were they regarded or disregarded !—Oh, we had to regard them. : 

2818a. In the exercise of your discretion, did you ever issue a license where there 
was a majority petition of the people in that district against it ?—I do not think we 
could do so under the law. I am sure we never did issue a license where a majority of 
the people were against it. 

2819a. You spoke about saloon licenses in the residential portions of the city, and 
you say they are not granted in respectable residential portions !—There are no saloons. 
The ten saloons that are allowed by the Act, I think, are all in the centre of the city 
among business people. There are some taverns in the residential wards, I think not 
more than one, and in one ward there are none. 

2820a. If an application were made for a license in what you call the respectable 
residential section of the city, would the Commissioners be likely to grant it ?—I do not 
think so. We very often refused. 

2821a. If an application were made for a license in a residential portion of the city 
where it was not required, would the Commissioners grant the license ’—I do not know 
whether they would or not. It just depends upon whether there was a business por- 
tion of the city mixed up with it. 

2822a. Are there any licenses in the purely residential portions of the city 1—I do 
not think there are. There was one in one of the wards, but that was removed. 

28230. We have heard of a case like this: An application is made for a license. A 
petition was being prepared bearing a majority of the names of persons interested in 
that section, and the Commissioners were asked when it should be put in. They were 
told it should be in at a given date, and it was put in at that time, but they were told 
that the petition was too late and the license was already granted, notwithstanding that 
the petition bore a majority of the names of the ratepayers. Do you know of any case 
like that ?—I do not know of any such case. Ido not think you will find the Commis- 
sioners ever desirous of issuing a license against public sentiment. 

2824a. We have heard of another case like that. A man was repeatedly guilty of 
violating the provisions of the law, and the Commissioners proposed to revoke the license. 
Petitions were presented, originating in political influence and sympathy, asking them 
not to be too hard upon the man, and the Commissioners did not revoke the license. Do 
you know cases like that?—I do not. Ido not think that our Board can be accused 
of that. 

2825a. Now, as a business man, does the establishment of a saloon in the vicinity 
of your property increase or decrease the value of that property /—I do not know. If it 
were a low saloon, it would decrease it, decidedly. 

Joun W. Morton. 
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2826a. A saloon of any kind ?—I do not think it would decrease or increase it. 

2827. For instance, you have an office down town with a saloon on either side, 
will that fact increase or decrease the value of that property ?—I do not think it will 
increase it ; and I do not think, if it were respectably kept, it would decrease it. I think 
they are looked upon as business establishments, that is all. I think in residential 
sections of the city a saloon would decrease the value of adjoining properties. 

2828a. Why ?—Well, for the liability there may be to disturbance, 

2829a. I suppose a grocery would decrease the value of property in a residential 
section ’—Yes, I think so. 

2830a. Which would decrease it more, the grocery or the saloon?—I think the 
saloon. 
283la. Why ?—Of course, where liquor is sold, there is a liability to people dis- 
gracing themselves, and that certainly would render any neighbourhood less desirable to 
live in. 

2832a. Are saloons the centre of possible disturbance, the resort of certain unde- 
sirable characters /—They may be. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2833a. Would you favour the passing of a general prohibitory law preventing the 
manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquor as a beverage /—No, I do not 
believe any prohibitory Act would be operative unless it were made to extend all 
through America. It would be just as bad as having the Scott Act in one county and 
free trade in liquor in the adjoining county. 

2834a. Have you had any experience of the working of the Scott Act ?—I have seen 
its results in Halton. 

2835a. How did you find its results !—In the town of Milton they were disastrous. 
People were going all through the markets with bottles on them and selling from flasks. 
There was more drunkenness on market days at Milton when the Scott Act was in 
force, than before or since—I do not mean to say because of that Act, but in spite of it. 

2836a. We had the evidence of a gentleman, yesterday, who lived in Milton, and 
who told us of an instance of a man who travelled through the country for the purpose 
of purchasing liquor—I think it was on a bet—and he could not obtain any. But in the 
end he got a doctor’s order and bought some at a druggist’s. That does not seem to confirm 
your view !—I am very well acquainted with the Chief Constable of Milton. He is a man 
who buys a lot of coal from me. During the Scott Act*period I was very often at Milton 
and he used to tell me the disastrous conditions of things there then. He was the Chief 
Constable of the town, and it was his business to arrest persons for drunkenness, and he 
told me that the amount of illicit selling and drunkenness there was in that town was 
terrible. He told me that when there were three licensed houses, the state of the com- 
munity was far better. 

2837a. Do you remember the naine !—Mr. Bradley. 

2838a. In case such a law was passed, prohibiting the manufacture, sale and impor- 
- tation of liquor, would you deem it right that brewers and distillers should be remune- 
rated for their plant and machinery rendered useless !—Certainly, they are operating 
under the law as legitimate dealers. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2839a. Why would you compensate these men?—They have been induced under 
the operation of the law, to put their money into the business, invest itin plant. If, by 
Act of Parliament, you reduced the value of their own property, or in fact, ruined these 
men, perhaps, they ought to be compensated. 

2840. Brewers and distillers are licensed the same as tavern keepers, and are they 
not aware that they are liable to have their license revoked at the end of each year 1— 
Yes, but if they do not violate the law, their license is always renewed and they are 
under no risk. 

2841a. For instance, if a change in the tariff was of such a nature as to drive you 
out of your business, have you a claim upon the Government for compensation for your 
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losses !—I have always advocated that whenever a change in the customs duties depre- 
ciates the value of goods in stock, the importer should certainly be remunerated. 
2842a, But they do not do it /—~It is robbery, that is all. I would make the same 


rule apply all round. 


JAMES OGILVIE, of Hamilton, Governor of the Jail, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


2843a. How long have you held your present position !— Hight years. 

2844a. How long have you resided in Hamilton /—Almost constantly since 1886. 
T was on the railway for a number of years. 

2845a. While you have been Governor, have you noticed whether there has been a 
diminution in the number of prisoners committed to jail /—It is much less these last 
few years. I find the number decreasing. 

2846a. Do you find that decrease to apply to people who are committed for drunken- 
ness and disorderly conduct !—The decrease applies to that class as well as to others. 

2847a. How many have you at present /—There were twenty-seven this morning. 

2848a. What is the largest number you have had at any time since you have been 
jailor ?—Sixty-six. 

2849a. Do you make inquiry from the prisoners who are committed, as to their 
previous conduct /—Yes. 

2850a. Taking the prisoners who are committed to jail as a whole, have you found 
that the habits of a large number of them have been intemperate !—Yes. 

285la. Taking those who are committed for crimes such as larceny, burglary, forgery 
and those things, what proportion do you find !—We do not get very many burglars who 
are intemperate, as that crime requires a sharp man, but in petty larceny, I think nearly 
all are induced by drinking. <A great deal of petty larceny is committed by men under 
the influence of liquor who steal something that they may pawn it and buy more liquor. 

2852a. But in case of the higher and more serious crimes, how do you find the 
proportion !—A man has got to be in his right mind when he commits the more serious 
crimes. We do not find these so much connected with intemperance. 

2853a. Do you find that those prisoners call themselves temperate in the answers 
they give to you /—Not strictly temperate, not total abstainers. At the same time they 
are not what you may call drunkards. 

2854a. Do you have women committed to jail /—Quite a number. 

2855a. Are they generally of intemperate habits /—More so than the men. 

2856a. Do you have many drunkards committed for short terms for the offence of 
drunkenness ?—A good many. 

2857a. Do you find such people are benefited by that mode of punishment ?—I do 
not think it helps them. 

2858a. They are sobered up for the time being /—Yes, they are given a chance to 
sober up, and start again. 

2859a. Do you find some people coming back all the time ?—Yes. 

2860a. We have been told in some places that such people form, as it were, a pro- 
cession between the Police Court and the jail, and back again ?—Some of them do. 

2861la. In the case of such people would you advocate confinement for a longer term 
in a place intended expressly for dealing with them ?—Yes. I think they should have 
treatment. 

2862a. Do you think that with some of these people alcoholism becomes a disease, 
and that treatment for a longer period in a place specially provided for that purpose, 
might lead to a cure !—I think so. 

Joun W. Murron. 
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2863a. Have you noticed the effects upon prisoners that are brought in, of liquor 
that is supposed to have been adulterated ?—I do not know. Sometimes we have more 
cases of delirium tremens than at others. 

2864a. I suppose the officers who make the arrest see more of that than you do + 
Yes. By the time they reach the jail they have begun to sober up. 

2865a. Have you yourself seen the operations of a prohibitory law anywhere !—No. 

2866a. Do you advocate the passing of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, prohi- 
biting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquor /—~Yes, I think it 
would be beneficial. 

2867a. Do you think it could be effectively enforced !—I think so, the same as any 
other. 

2868a. In such case would you admit the making or importation of liquor for 
mechanical, sacramental and medicinal purposes /— Well, I am not a mechanic, I do not 
know whether they require to use it. It may be needed as a medicine the same as any 
other drug, but I do not see any need for it for sacramental purposes. We can get 
unfermented wine for that. I do not think it should be admitted for that purpose. 

2869a. In case of the enactment of such a law, which authority do you think should 
be intrusted with its enforcement, the Dominion, the Provincial, or the municipal ? 
—I think the highest authority, whichever that is, should take charge. 

2870a. You are aware that some laws are passed now which are looked after by the 
municipalities /—I do not see why a prohibitory law should not be enforced like any 
other law, by the power that makes it. 

2871a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you consider it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery which would 
be rendered useless /—I do not think so. I was in business myself at one time, and 
through a change in the tariff, lost every thing I had, because I was a small dealer and 
was unable to compete with large dealers, and they did not remunerate me. I was in 
the mercantile business, in fine arts. 

28714a. Have you with you the jail statistics /—I have for the year just closed, end- 
ing 30th September, 1893. The total number of commitments was 594, being 498 males, 
and 96 females. I find that of the total, 192 males and 44 females were committed for 
more than a third time, making 236 prisoners who had been committed for more than a 
third time. 

2872a. Of that 236, would any large proportion be persons who were committed 
for drunkenness !—Nearly all, because those are the classes committed for short terms, 
ten or fifteen days. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2873a. You do not approve of that method of dealing with these people ?—Not 
after they become chronic drunkards, because it only sobers them up and gives them a 
fresh start. 

2874a. You would favour longer terms and special treatment!—Yes. We had 
one woman, in a few weeks ago who had been there three times. She was let out, and 
on the next day she came back again. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod - 


2875a. Do you have a great many total abstainers among those people committed 
to your charge !—Not a great many. 

2876a. Do you have many juvenile criminals !—Quite a number. 68 boys last 
year, and five girls, a great many of them for petty larcenies. 

2877a. Boys of what age /—Between eight and sixteen years. 

2878. I suppose some of them were almost habitual thieves’—Yes. | 

2879a. Are you able to say whether their manner of living and their criminal ten- 
dencies, are due in any degree to neglect of them by their parents or guardians on 
account of drink ?—I think in the majority of cases, it is the drink. 

2880a. Do you find that those boys, when they get to be twelve or fifteen years of 
age, begin to tipple a little themselves }—They admit that they do. 

21—11*** 
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288la. Do they resort to these places where drinking men go?—I do not know 
about that. 

2882a. If a burglary were committed here, where do you suppose the police would 
begin to search for him? Would they go around to some of the drinking places ?—I 
never worked on the police force, I could not speak positively, 

2883a. To what do you attribute the decrease in the number of prisoners commit- 
ted to jail?I suppose there are several causes. I think the people are better. A 
great effort is being made to elevate men, by different societies and institutions, which 
have a good effect. The moral tone is improving. 

2884a. Do you think the police are quite as vigilant as when there were more ar- 
rests ?—I think so. 

2885a. Do you think that the decrease in the number of licensed places in the city 
tends to reduce the number of persons arrested for drunkenness ?—I think it has an 
effect. 

2886a. There are fewer places for the sale of drink?—Fewer places, and fewer 
drunken people. 

2887a. You think that may be one cause why there is a less number in jail ?—Yes. 


By Judge McDonald ; 


2888a. Have you official means of knowing where the police are likely to go in 
searching for criminals ?—I do not pretend to know, that is not part of my business. 


HUGH McKINNON, of Hamilton, Chief of Police, recalled. 
By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2889a. Suppose a burglary is committed in some other city, and word is sent to 
you that the burglar has gone to Hamilton, and asking you to search for him, giving a 
description, where would you begin to look for him?!—We make a general look in the 
first place. 

2890a. Would you first go to some of these drinking resorts?—We would go 
through the hotels. ; 


By Mr. Clarke: 


289la. Why would you go through the hotels?—As a probable place where a 
stranger would go. 

2892a. Because the hotels have bars?—Not for that reason, but because it is a 
stopping place for ordinary travel. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2893a. You think men guilty of these crimes do not associate with drinking people 
or resort to drinking places !—No, that is not just the view. When a crime is commit- 
ted of which we are notified, if there is any probability of the criminal coming here, we 
go through the hotels, railway depots, boarding houses and the streets. We do not go 
to hotels merely because people can get drink there. Another thing, it depends very 
largely upon the character of the criminal for whom we are looking. If he is a man 
who is not likely to register at the Royal Hotel, we will go to other places, different 
classes of boarding houses, and on the street. 

28940. What I want to find out is this: Whether the criminal classes do not, as a 
rule, go to drinking resorts, whether the police do not, sooner or later, look for crimi- 
nal classes in drinking resorts where men of that class are supposed to meet !—They are 
among the places where we always look for criminals. Our police and detectives always 
look through all these. places that are frequented by strangers. 

2895a. I want to know if it be a fact that drinking places—I do not say all of them 
in the same degree—are not the resorts of the criminal classes ?—A certain class of cri- 
minals do resort to drinking places. 

JAMES OGILVIE. 
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2896a. Speaking generally, are drinking places the resort of criminal classes ?— 
Drinking places are more the resort of criminal classes than they are of respectable clas- 
ses. 

2897a. It has been attempted to be shown that burglars, forgers, and criminals of 
that class, who have to have clear heads and steady hands when they commit their crime, 
are not drinking men. Now I want to find out whether it is a fact that these men do 
resort, as a rule, to these drinking places, that their associations are in these drinking 
places !—No, I do not think that follows. 

2898a. Suppose you went over to London or Toronto to look for a criminal, where 
would you go to find him ?—If he was a transient man, we would look for him in places 
where he could locate like any other traveller. He has got to find some place, and he 
will put up at a hotel as the most convenient place, or he will look for some private board- 
ing house and locate there. 

2899a. But if, after a few weeks, he thought you were off his scent, and you were 
still on the lookout, where would you be likely to find him ?—In the same way. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2900a. If you went to Buffalo, Detroit or London, on official business, where would 
you put up, yourself /—I would put up at one of the hotels. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2901la. Have you any reason to suppose, from your experience as a police officer, 
that there is the slightest degree of partnership between men who are licensed to sell 
liquor, and the criminal classes /—Not at all. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2902a. Have you any reason to suppose that there is no relation whatever between 
the drink trade and the crimes that are committed !—I know quite well that many crimes 
are committed through the influence of liquor. 

2903a. Do you regard the drink trade as acrime producer /—Yes, I do. I may say 
that in this very city we have arrested criminals in the rooms of the Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association. 

2904a. Do you think that is a natural resort of criminals’—I do not. But there 
is a case to show that they may be found anywhere. That thing has occurred in other 
cities than Hamilton. 

2905a. Is that the rule?—How do you mean? 

2906a. Is it the rule that you go to look for criminals in the rooms of Young Men’s 
Christian Association?—It is not. There is no common rule except the general rule, 
that we look for them where we are most likely to find them. 


21—11}*** 
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W. L. CUMMER. of Hamilton, Secretary Treasurer of Grant-Lottridge Brewing 
Company, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald: 


2907a. How long have you resided in this city /—Since 1872. 
2908a. Is your business an extensive one ?/—Fairly so. There are some very much 
larger. 
” 2909a. Is it the largest in the city of Hamilton !—I believe it is. 
2910a. Have you any figures with you giving us your output for a number of years 
past !—I have brought along the figures up to 1890. I beg to submit the following 


table :— 


Increase Decrease 
Year. Output. over over 
Previous year.|Previous year. 


Barrels. Barrels. Barrels. 
NTs ea cca tarot IRA Le Nee Si elie elle (ovcerai.aie tel Tatoipier eh cass ete teas ose altteloraretete 6,540 1,879 
S79 ees Veet oe a Note ree eam cin sao kere Shae et anenate See Poul Leen ae eter te 8,696 2,156 
SSO reese epee ete ere lcs ois ies, shotole are tacetetovaiot eetefere eer loletetonst ater 10,513 1,817 
TS Sil Be 55 LO Be SRY, Be cS aval atatarmianey elawin Ore cia matere tod aevaielocne 13,556 3,043 
aN tee a elie er ae MR 7 See ee ren fer Pe atc cr Man Oe 14,409 853 
DSSS PF ee ee ares he Biche live MelGh los band oe brett del tie otatenteraye Samra tere 14595 2)5 | Pa eee eee 157 
0 etsy Wik Pia eay Male, Aen a BA Ra og At Ma Fe PR Ca A yl Grd ur 133892. am ecto eee aie 360 
USS Pe Ae ee eee NS oie hn httua trae Cente etteeteperetmctarsiohe ite 14,182 290 
HSSG ene Ve ete ters Bae ovewiavorsiee Ge Chih sare RO AEE ee Oe 16,140 1,958 
USS7 Merk eC Se PR eae ore shale sictod otis ae Rie Ore etete tae eee 17,260 1,120 
ASSS: MOR, CARN MRA Ss | Tas. cua croreletenmeter eaetererere rire 18,087 827 
SSO Mee esta es orcas aiciatat so aig Mo erecwole ee tte ee ete erste a alee: 19,745 1,658 
1 SO0 is RE Pee, oc ree aot Widle tua © bl arapwiolniara Sie ie tereeeae oetete meena 20,304 559 


291la. How many gallons to a barrel /—Twenty-five imperial gallons. 

2912a. How do you account for the increase in 1886 over the previous year !—It 
would be partially accounted for in the repeal of the Scott Act in a great many counties. 

2913a. But that was in 1889 ’—It was repealed in some of them before then. There 
was also an increase in the local trade in the city of Hamilton and surrounding districts, 
and there was an increased effort in putting new business into other fields. 

2914a. There was an effort made to push your business in the cities ?—Yes. 

2915a. The business is still being carried on in the city, and you are still endeavour- 
ing to increase it through the country at large ?— Yes. 

2916a. Do you send any to a great distance /—Our business is mostly confined to 
Ontario, but we do send to other places. We have sent to Winnipeg. 

2917a. Do you send all over Ontario ?—Pretty generally through Ontario. 

2918a. During the time the Scott Act was in force in so many counties in Ontario, 
did any part of your output go into these counties ?—Very little. Of course we were 
prevented from canvassing, and what business we did do was done in the way of orders 
that were sent in to us. We did very little in Scott Act counties. 

2919a. Did you ever meet with difficulty in people refusing to pay that lived in 
Scott Act counties 1—No, I cannot say that we did, because we were very particular not 
to supply unless we had orders given in the regular way. 

2920a. So that you were protected by orders, or else by having the money with the 
order ?—Yes. We did not try to do business in Scott Act counties. 

W. L. Cummer. 
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By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


2921a. There was an increase in 1886 and 1887, and there has been a steady in- 
crease since. Do you think that is in part attributable to the repeal of the Scott Act 
in some counties !—Wherever the Scott Act was repealed, of course we would then sell 
more there ; we would look to that field again. 

2922a. We have had it stated in some places by brewers, that as soon as the Scott 
Act came into operation their sales increased, and kept on increasing from year to year, 
and that when they had succeeded in bringing about a repeal of the Scott Act, then their 
sales decreased. But it seems to have been the reverse in your case?—It is not so in 
our case. 

2923a. Are there other brewers in this city /—Two others. They only manufacture 
lager beer, and their business is not as extensive as ours. We make ale, porter and lager. 

2924a. Would the two together have an output equal to yours ?—I am not prepared 
to say. I should hardly think so. 

2925a. Your sales are all over the Province !—More or less. 

2926a. Can you answer me this question—because this matter has already come up 
—whether your brewing company practically own any number of the licensed places in 
the city of Hamilton !—Yes, I think I can answer that question, and in doing so I 
would give a flat denial to the assertion that I have heard made here and in the temper- 
ance paper published here. I think, if the statistics that have been gathered by those 
people are as wide of the truth as those put forth in this case, they are very unreliable. 

2927a. The statement was made here yesterday. and similar statements have been 
made more or less directly before, that a certain brewer here—or brewery—and, by the 
way, I think that your brewery became a brewing company some time ago /—Yes. 

2928a. It was stated that at least eighteen months ago some 60 of the licenses in 
the city of Hamilton were practically owned by that brewer ; do you know about that ? 
—In the first place, I can conceive of no practical ownership at all, to no greater extent 
than ownership would be implied were I to purchase a farm and give a mortgage, say 
for 50 per cent of the purchase money, and that the mortgagee might be considered the 
practical owner of that farm. 

2929a. You think that was the way in which it was. The brewer supplied the. 
goods and took a mortgage on them and on the fixtures ?—A probable purchaser of a 
hotel business would go to a brewer—that kind of business is not sought, and has never 
been sought—but they would go to a brewer, the same as any other person would go to 
a loan company, and they would state their financial position, what resources they had, 
and they would make application for assistance in their business. If the brewer thought 
the stand was a good one, and that he would be safe in taking an interest in that stand 
to the extent of, say 50 per cent of the purchase money, why, he would do so, and secure 
himself by taking a mortgage on the contents and effects, and any other collaterals that 
might be available. 

2930a. And to that extent, and to that extent only, the brewer might be considered 
as the owner of that stand ’—TI do not see how he could be considered so to any greater 
extent than I have mentioned. An assertion was made respecting the power, after a 
certain delay, of cancelling the lease ; well, that is correct. In case of the death of a 
man, or his absconding and leaving the country, or anything of that kind, of course the 
mortgagee would have the right to go for him in respect to those matters. 

2931la. Did the brewing company, as mortgagee, have only the right of an ordinary 
mortgagee, or did it have other rights in the concern !/— What other rights ? 

2932a. I am only asking if he had any other rights !—He had the rights I speak of. 

2933a. Did he have the right to close it up any time !—For cause. 

2934a. For what cause ?—If the business was improperly conducted. 

2935a. Or unprofitably conducted, is that it /—Yes, or unprofitably. 

2936a. Does an ordinary mortgagee have that right ’—Well, I suppose an ordinary 
mortgagee has the right to realise. 

2937a. Whenever he chooses ?—I suppose mortgages vary in terms, but usually 
they have the right. 
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2938a. Did not the mortgage of the brewing company differ from ordinary mort- 
gages in this, that it gave the mortgagee the right, from the moment he had a claim on 
the place, at any time, if the place were unsatisfactorily conducted, simply to close it up ? 
—It gave him the right, if the place were unsatisfactorily conducted, if the man violated 
the law or kept a disreputable place, or if he did not attend to his business, or if he be- 
came in arrears—on all those conditions, certainly he would have a right to put up the 
business at public auction and sell it, with the consent and concurrence of the Commis- 
sioners, to a satisfactory person ; and the business would change hands, certainly. 

2939a. Well, in that respect, the mortgage differed from an ordinary mortgage ? 
—Certainly, it is different because in one case an ordinary mortgage would be upon 
land, and this was on personal property. 

2940a. Do you know of any case in which the mortgagee, being a brewer or a brew- 
ing company, did put up an establishment for sale at auctiont—Do I know of any 
case } 

2941a. Yes 1—Oh, yes. 

2942a. Or did he simply say to John Smith: you get out; and to John Brown: 
you go in, and arrange with the Commissioners to have the license transferred to John 
Brown ?—I do not know that any one case can be cited where a sale was made without 
the concurrence of the occupant, that is, where the mortgagor would not see with the 
mortgagee that it was best and right to have a sale made. Ido not call to mind any 
case where a man was dispossessed against his will, where he was ejected, or anything of 
that sort. 

2943a. Do you call to mind any case in which the mortgagee desired to realize, and 
the mortgagor objected, and the mortgagor’s idea prevailed !—Not in our case. 

29440. The mortgagee had complete control ?—I have heard of cases, but I have no 
recollection, where we “had to take means to get a man out against his will. It was al- 
ways by mutual arrangement. 


By Judge McDonald : 


2945a. I understand you to say that these mortgages, in so far as they differed from 
ordinary mortgages, only differed as the circumstances required in the particular kind of 
case you were dealing with ; but the consent of the Commissioners being required to the 
transfer would form no part of the mortgage !—No, certainly not. That would bea 
matter that would have to be ascertained in the usual way, by application to the Com- 
missioners. 

2946a. Supposing your own business were abolished by an Actof Parliament being 
passed preventing the manufacture of malt liquors—would there be any loss of the capi- 
tal invested !—Yes, there would be. 

2947a. Would there be any machinery or plant rendered useless !—There would be 
very little of it that could be converted to other uses. 

2948a. So it would be a material loss ?—Yes. 

2949a. Speaking of sales of brewers in Scott Act counties, Mr. Labatt, of Prescott, 
gave us evidence and produced us figures to show that during the Scott Act time his 
sales increased from year to year, and that after the Scott Act was repealed, they de- 
creased. He attributed it tothe fact that dealers near at hand who had previously 
dealt with western brewers, did not care to order in large consignments, as being in a 
Scott Act county, it might ‘be liable to seizure, and so they ordered in small quantities 
for immediate use. I think Mr. McCarthy, of Prescott, gave similar evidence. Would 
it occur to you that that was a reasonable explanation of the increase ?—I have heard 
such an explanation from other brewers. Ofcourse, I am not speaking from personal 
knowledge, because I never lived in a Scott Act county; but coming in contact with 
people who were hotel-keepers and others, living in Scott Act counties, I have heard 
that the consumption was principally of spirituous liquors. 

2950a. We have heard that, as they were less bulky and more easily handled? 
—Yes ; and what malt liquors were used would be principally obtained from local con- 
cerns ; so I should think that the local concerns would probably get a great deal more of 
the local business. 


W. L. CumMMErR. 
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By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


295la. This city is near Halton County, is it not 1—Yes. 

2952a. Has Halton any breweries ?— Yes. 

2953a. You are so near Halton that, I suppose, you could sell as easily there as you 
can here, so that you would not be so much affected, perhaps, as Labatt and McCarthy, 
and perhaps Mr. Calcutt, because you are practically in a Scott Act region?—I told 
you that we did not cultivate and did not do business in Scott Act counties to any ex- 
tent except where orders were given here. 

2954a. Youdid not take any orders there at all ?—We did not canvass for orders. 

2955a. Now about mortgages. There have been suggestions to the effect, or at any 
rate they might be so construed, that in addition to the mortgage there is a private 
agreement between the mortgagee and the mortgagor, that at short notice he will leave 
and consent to transfer the license to another party. Do you know anything about 
that ?—I do not know anything about it. 

2956a. Do you object to saying how many such mortgages your concern has now in 
Hamilton 1—Well, I do not know that I ought to object at all to saying, as the amount 
has been fixed so very high already, that I believe there are in the neighbourhood of 
thirty. 

2957a. Not more ?—Thirty-one to be accurate. I think Mr. Buchanan and his 
agents might try to keep a little closer to the facts. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2958a. Would not the Registry Office give the facts!—The Registry Office would 
not. The Registry Office would show the number of mortgages that were undischarged, 
but it would not show if there were changes, or if there were two or three mortgages on 
one place. Still, it would not be correct to say that there has been any such number as 
has been represented. 


By fev. Dr. McLeod: 


2959. Was he near the mark, eighteen months ago !—No, sir. It has never been 
anything near 60. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


2960a. Do you employ travellers to promote your business interests /—Yes. 

296la. These travellers visit the various towns and villages throughout the Pro- 
vince /— Yes. 

2962a. Was it the practice of your firm, when the Scott Act became law, to con- 
tinue to send those travellers into Scott Act counties ?—We sent them into Scott Act 
counties to try and collect bills that were outstanding from the hotel keepers, but not 
with the object of doing business. 

2963a. Do you attribute the decrease in your sales in those Scott Act counties to 
the fact that you did not endeavour to push your business as you did in other counties 
where the law was not in force ?—I have said that we did not push our business in those 
counties. 

2964a. Do you know anything of the sales made by local breweries in any of those 
Scott Act counties during the time the law was in force !—No. 

2965. Have you travellers now visiting Halton, Lincoln, and those counties where 
the Act was in force —Yes. 

2966a Your business has increased in those counties since the repeal of the Act /— 
Yes. ; 
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WILLIAM H. YOUNG, of the County of Halton, broker and conveyancer, on 
being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


2967a. How long have you resided in the County of Halton ?—AII my life. 

29680. What is your business occupation or calling 1—I am at present engaged in 
brokerage and conveyancing. 

2969a. Did you hold an official position at any time ?—I was Police Magistrate for 
the County of Halton during the Scott Act regime. 

2970a. During the whole time ?—During ‘all the time. 

2971a. Then the Scott Act cases were tried before you?!—AlIl of them. 

2972a. Would you kindly make a statement of the effect of the law upon the com- 
munity ?—I must say that from my knowledge, the effect of the law was beneficial to 
the County of Halton, that it very largely decreased the quantity of liquor used, and 
decreased crime. It was beneficial to business generally, and there was an increase in 
the value of the assessable property during the six years the Act was in force. I have 
not the figures here at present, but I took particular notice of the increase, because it 
had been argued that the Scott Act would be injurious to business. There was an 
increase in the assessable property in the county, I think, in each of the years, for three 
or four of them, at least. 

2973a. Had you reason to believe that liquor was brought in for family use in the 
houses !/—Some, yes. 

2974a. Was there any drunkenness apparent to the public !—Very little. 

2975a. We have had evidence from a witness that upon market days there was a 
great deal of drunkenness in the town of Milton ?—Well, I was a great deal in Milton, 
my business called me there, and I tried a great many cases there, and I never saw that. 

2976a. Did you find that in Scott Act cases there was difficulty in procuring 
evidence 1—There was some difficulty. 

2977a. Was there any degree of perjury !—Yes, there was. 

2978a. The witnesses had great difficulty in knowing what they took and where 
they got it?-Yes. My experience was that most of the witnesses were adverse. 

297 9a. Notwithstanding any of these difficulties that may have occurred, still you 
believe that the Act was effectively enforced and beneficial ?—I know that to be the 
case. 


2980a. How would you account for the repeal /— Well, there are two or three reasons 


that account for it. One was that it got into the political arena and divided the two 
political parties. 

298la. It would appear to those living outside the county, that the party which 
espoused the cause of a law that was so beneficial, would be the successful party ?—Poli- 
tical feeling appeared to be stronger than temperance feeling. 

2982a. If the political parties were divided upon it, one party must have been in 
favour of it and another against it? Ordo you mean to say that there was a division 
in both political parties on the question !—I mean to say that the two political parties 
at one time worked unitedly on the temperance question, but there came a time when 
they disagreed, and one party left the enforcement of the Act entirely to the other 
party. 

2983a. Then, would not the party that was in favour of a thing that was increasing 
the assessable value of the county, that was decreasing dr unkenness and leading to 
general improvement, would not that party be apt to sweep the county /—Well, there is 
another cause. 

2984a. What do you answer to that question? Don’t you think that such a party 
would be likely to sweep the county !—That would look very like it. 

2985a. What is the explanation that it did not? In other words, why is it that 
the party that was in favour of that which was detrimental, was the party that suc- 
ceeded ?—The only explanation I can give is that political feeling appeared to be stronger 
than the public interest. 

Wituiam H. Youna. 


be 
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2986a. Do you think, then, there were temperance men who allowed their political 
feelings to overcome their temperance sentiments?—I do. Another reason for repeal 
is the amount of money used in the last campaign. 

2987a. For bribery purposes !—Yes. 

2988a. You had evidence of that ?—Well, I had no direct evidence. I was offered 
evidence, evidence that could be substantiated, that $5,000 came from one firm into the 
county for that purpose. 

2989a. Were any parties prosecuted !/—-No. 

2990a. Were any steps taken in courts of justice to investigate ?—I think not. 
But I think that no person, either favourable or opposed to the Act, would deny that 
fact. 

299la. Do you yourself favour prohibition ?—I do. 

2992a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law preventing the manu- 
facture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquor throughout the whole Dominion ?— 
I would. 

2993a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour liquor being made 
or imported for mechanical, sacramental and medicinal purposes ?—I would favour its 
manufacture in the country for those purposes. 

2994a. Would you commit the manufacture to the authorities or to private manu- 
facturers ?—I think to the authorities. 

2995a. In case of the enactment of such a prohibitory law as you speak of, to what 
authority would you give the enforcement, Dominion, Provincial or local ?—I would give 
it to the Provincial authorities if the Dominion authorities were not obtainable. I would 
be in favour of the Provincial authorities from the fact that there may be some Provinces 
who would be opposed to a prohibitory law. A plebiscite vote would determine the 
feeling of the people. 

2996a. Then you think that if some Provinces favoured it and others did not, it 
would be better that the Provinces which favoured it should have the enforcement of 
the law, rather than throw it into the hands of the Federal authorities !— Yes. 

2997a. Would you give the enforcement of it to municipal bodies under any circum- 
stance !—No, I think not. That would be a failure. : 

2998a. In case of the enactment of such a law would you favour remuneration to 
brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery that was rendered useless ?—On 
principle, I would not, if prohibition can be obtained without it. I would be in favour 
of giving fair compensation for real loss. 

2999a. As a resident of the County of Halton, how do you find matters now com- 
pared with what they were during the Scott Act regime !—Well, they are very much 
worse. 

3000a. In what way ?—In the drinking usages. I believe there is more drunken- 
ness now than I ever knew, either before the Scott Act or since. 

3001la. Has the assessable value of the county decreased /—I have not paid atten- 
tion to that point since, but I was in a position to look at that matter before. 

3002a. You took an interest in looking into it at that time and found it was so !— 
Yes. 

3003a. Do you find that the people, since the Scott Act was repealed, appear less 
prosperous, or have you noticed !—Yes, Ihave noticed. I think they are less prosperous. 

3004a. Do you attribute that change in prosperity to the repeal of the Scott Act ? 
—I do. 

3005a. Then, I suppose, you would favour the re-enactment of the Scott Act for 
Halton ?—Yes, I would favour any restrictive measure against the liquor traffic. 

3006a. Have the people of Halton taken any steps since the repeal to have the 
law passed again?—No. The reason, I think, that no steps have been taken, is owing 
to the division in the political parties, and therefore there is no probability of united 
action. 

3007a. Would you fear that the political feeling of which you have spoken would 
equally interfere with the enforcement of a national prohibitory law ?—No, I do not 
think so. 
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3008a. Why do you discriminate ?—I think it would be of a more general character. 
A general prohibitory law would be looked upon as free from political complexion. 

3009a. I find it difficult, I may say frankly, to understand why this political feeling 
should exist in a small community and not exist in the larger arena. Now, was 
the liquor interest in the County of Halton when the Scott Act was enforced, sufficiently 
powerful to make the political parties desirous of getting its support /—No, I cannot 
say that. 

3010a. Why should men break off fom the support of the Scott Act, owing to 
their political feelings ; in other words, how could politics enter into the question at all ? 
—Well, I can give an ‘explanation of that. For example 

301la. I can understand how temperance men of both political parties may pledge 
themselves not to support for Parliament any candidate who will not vote for prohibi- 
tion !—We have elected men on that question, but they dropped off when they get into 
Parliament. 

3012. But why should the Scott Act be repealed because a representative in Par- 
liament did not give a particular vote ?’—It should not be done, but as I said before, 
political feeling appeared to be stronger than the prohibition feeling. 

3013. But you have already attained prohibition in this county, and now when 
an election takes piace it is on a question entirely separate from the Scott Act question. 
It is a separate vote entirely !—It is a separate vote, but you can understand that where 
parties are not united, their strength is diminished, and we could not get a union of 
sentiment on this question. 

3014a. I may frankly tell you that I cannot understand at all how politics could 
enter into this question of the repeal of the Scott Act !—They should not, but they did. 

3015a. Unless the liquor interest was a pretty powerful factor in the county, and 
would work altogether regardless of politics }—That was a small factor, but I do not 
think that was the principle factor. 

3016a. These men marked their ballots simply for or against the Scott Act, there- 
fore it seems difficult to see how politics got in. If they did get inin that way, in the 
county in regard to the election of one member of Parliament, would you not fear their 
getting into all the counties in the elections for members?—Excuse me if I go back to 
my first statement. I said that the forces were divided, and you could not get a union 
of feeling or sentiment to carry on the campaign for the Scott Act. They “would not 
work together. 

3017a. You say that the result of your experience as a Magistrate and also as an 
inhabitant of the county, made you believe that the Scott Act was highly beneficial to 
the county ?—I do. 

3018a. You believe it was effectively enforced ?—As much so as it possibly could be. 

3019a. That the consumption of liquor was very much reduced, that drunkenness 
was not apparent in the community to any extent, and that the state of things since 
does not compare at all favourably with what it was under the Scott Act /—That is my 
position. I want you to understand what I mean by decrease of drunkenness. I saw 
more drunkenness in one day in the town I reside in, a town of 2,000 inhabitants, the 
largest in the County of Halton, since the repeal of the Scott Act, than during the six 
years of the Scott Act. 

3020a. Was it a special occasion !—Yes, it was an excursion party from different 
points. 

3021a, How many people were there !—Probably 5,000. 

3022a. Did any of them bring liquor with them ?—I think not. 

3023a. Do you think they got it in Oakville ?—I could not say whether they brought 
the liquor with them or not. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3024a. During the Scott Act regime, were there any similar excursions into your 
town !—Yes. 
3025a. Did you see the same condition of things !—No. There was not the same 
number at any other time. 
Witiiam H. Youna. 
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3026a. Would it be possible for you to furnish hereafter a statement from your 
record as a Magistrate, or from any other source, showing the condition of things as to 
crimes and offences during the Scott Act period, and prior and subsequent /—Yes, I 
can do so. 

3027a, Speaking about politics, do you think that they enter at all into the adminis- 
tration of the license law as well as the Scott Act /—No, not during the time that I was 
a Commissioner for the first few years after this Act came into force. 

3028a. You think there was no political influence brought to bear upon the Com- 
missioners at any time ?—No. 

3029a. Was the Board of Commissioners at that time made up of men of one political 
party, or were they mixed ?—We are told that the intention of the Act was that they 
should be of various political stripes!—I think the first year that I was in, they were of 
one political party, Government supporters. You asked me if there was any political 
influence brought to bear upon the Commissioners. It was alleged that there was. A 
circular was sent out from the Department for the Board to give a statement of the 
political leanings of the hotel keepers. That was the first time I was aware of anything 
of the kind, and we found that out of 34 hotel keepers in our county, they were all of 
one political party save five. 

3030a. And that was the dominant party 7—No, the five men were Government 
supporters, that is, they supported the Provincial Government. 

3031la. Do you know how it is now ?—I cannot tell. 

3032a. Do you know what the proportion would be now ?—I cannot tell you now, 
for I am not Commissioner. 

3033a. We have had it stated to us that sometimes the Inspectors received a hint 
that they had better go easy and not be too severe in their enforcement of the provisions 
of the law ; and that Commissioners grant licenses because of political influence rather 
than because of fitness. Do you know anything about that /—No, I did not know any- 
thing about that when I was on the Board. The Inspector, who is a friend of mine, 
always repudiated anything of that kind. 

3034a. There was no interference at all with him ?—No. 

3035a. A statement was made this morning about the Chief Constable of Milton. 
You are somewhat acquainted with Milton, I presume ?—Yes. 

3036a. We are told that Chief Constable Bradley had made a statement that the 
condition of affairs under the Scott Act in Milton was a great deal worse than it was 
under license, either before or since the Scott Act ; that drink was everywhere, that 
drunkenness was general and that the state of affairs was most demoralizing, What 
is your view about that !—I heard the evidence of Mr. Murton to whom Chief Constable 
Bradley made that statement. He made that same statement during the time the Scott 
Act was in force. He was in an adjoining county and was interviewed by a newspaper 
reporter, and he made almost precisely the same statement. The facts were that Mr. 
Bradley was summoned into my court as a witness. I questioned him in this manner : 
“ Mr. Bradley, you are constable at Milton !—Yes. Q. Have you had fair opportuni- 
ties to observe the conduct of the hotels in this place?—Yes. Q. You are frequently in 
and out ?—Yes, almost every day. Q. Have you at any time seen any of those men 
violating the law, or seen drinking going on ?—I have not.” That was his sworn statement. 

3037a. So you put his sworn statement over against his statement to the newspaper 
man !—Certainly. 

3038a. Did you ask him if he had seen more drunken men or not !—No, I did not 
ask him that. I asked him if he had fair opportunities of seeing the conduct of those 
hotel-keepers, and he said he was in and out almost every day. I asked him if he saw 
any drinking at those bars in violation to the law, and he said he had not. 

3039a. And he said before to the newspaper reporter that the sale was free and 
open ’—Yes, he said in this interview that there was more drinking at bars. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


3040a. Mr. Murton’s statement has no reference to drinking at hotel bars. He 
referred to men going about the markets on market days, with flasks in their belts 1— 
We have no market in Milton, that is, what we call a market. 
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3041a. How long has Mr. Bradley been Chief Constable ?—I think he was so during 
the Scott Act regime, and he is at the present time. 

3042a. Was he constable before the Scott Act period?—I think so. 

3043a. Were there any complaints made to you before or up to the present time, 
of any dereliction of duty on his part during the time the Scott Act was in force ?—I 
had occasion to find fault with him once. It was alleged that he secreted some witnesses, 
that he sent away witnesses that were required to give evidence ; and I have reason to 
believe that he was in general sympathy with the law-breakers. 

3044a. You had reason to believe that he was in general sympathy with the law 
breakers ’—Yes, being a drinking man himself, his sympathies and feelings were all in 
that direction. 

3045a. Were the charges of his having secreted witnesses, formally presented against 
him and proved ?—Well, I asked him for the witness at the time he should have appeared 
in court, but he did not turn up, and I adjourned the court. When the witness did 
appear I asked him if he had got any knowledge that he was required to give evidence, 
and he said yes. I asked him from whom, and he said from Mr. Bradley. 

3046a. Was Mr. Bradley present when the statement was made ?—I am not sure 
that he was. 

3047a. Was it on a statement made by a witness in Mr. Bradley’s absence that you 
base your statement now that he was alleged to have secreted a witness /—That was the 
only direct thing I had. 

3048a. Do you know anything else regarding his conduct in keeping witnesses 
away !—Nothing directly. That is the only direct thing I have. Of course, it would 
be hard for me to find it out. I have reason to believe he was not in sympathy with 
the Act. 

3049a. Who appointed Mr. Bradley /—He was appointed by the Sessions as County 
Constable. 

3050a. Who made him Chief Constable of the town of Milton ?—The Town Council. 

305la. Was the attention of the Town Council of Milton ever drawn to the fact that 
these charges were made against him '—Not that I am aware. 

3052a. And he remained Chief Constable during all the time of the Scott Act, and 
since /—Yes, I think there was an effort made to put another man in, but the majority 
of the Council appeared to favour him. 

3053a. Did you have any complaints to make during the time the Scott Act was in 
existence, as_ to lack of support being given to you by the officers, or by the Govern- 
ment, or by the municipal authorities, in enforcing the law ?—Yes. The municipal 
authorities, some of them, were opposed to the Scott Act, and they did not give any aid 
whatever. In fact, we did not look for it from any quarter. 

3054a. Were there a sufficient number of officers employed to enforce the law fairly 
well ?—Well, we had two Inspectors at one time for about a year. One Inspector was 
not sufficient for the county. 

3055a. And for five years you had only one Inspector ?!—For four years. For two 
years there were two Inspectors. During that time matters were very much better than 
at any other time. 

3056a. Do you know what was the amount of fines imposed by you during the time 
the Act was in force and while you were acting as Magistrate ?-—I cannot say at the 
moment, but I think somewhere about $5,000. 

3057a. What became of that money !—It was paid over to the Government. 

3058a. Was it expended in enforcing the Act /—The officers were paid, the Inspectors 
were paid, and any detective service that was employed, was paid by the Government. 

3059a. Could you give us any statistical information regarding the increase in the 
assessments ? If you have any information, would you give us a copy of the information 
you have in your possession ?—TI will give you a copy. I would not like to say now in 
figures exactly what it is, but I will get it and send it to your secretary. 

3060a. To whom should we apply for information regarding the assessment of the 
County of Halton during the last ten years /—The County Clerk, Mr. William Panton, 
who resides in Milton. 
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3061a. Did you have any difficulty in enforcing the Act on account of appeals being 
taken from your judgments !—The most of my convictions that were appealed against, 
were sustained. 

3062a. There was no trouble in regard to decisions /—No. There were a few 
appealed on some technical points, but not on the matter of evidence. One of the cases 
was capsized by a decision given by the late Judge O’Connor, that the Police Magistrate 
for the county had no jurisdiction in a town where there was a Mayor. The Govern- 
ment afterwards made an appointment for the town of Milton and the town of Oakville. 

3063a. Was the attention of the Government called to any of these decisions ?—It 
was called to the appealed cases. It was the business of the Department to look after 
appeals. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3064a. Did these appeals cause any long delay !—Delay in being settled ? 
3065a. In being settled, or delay the working of the Act ?—No, I do not think 
So. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


3066a. Were any complaints made to the Government of Ontario with reference to 
your decisions !—There were general complaints made to the Government. 

3067a. Were any specific complaints lodged by any lawyers or barristers ?—N 0, 
not by lawyers or barristers. There was one, but I never could find out who it was. The 
Attorney General sent me a copy of the charges, and I asked him if he would be kind 
enough to let me know who my accusers were. But I never got a reply, and have not 
got one to this day. I replied to the charges, and I have heard no more about them. I 
emphatically denied every charge that was made against me. From the time I sent in 
my denial, I heard nothing more. 

3068a. Do you attribute the repeal of the Act, notwithstanding its beneficial work- 
ing, to the introduction of party politics into the discussion !—Not altogether : partly 
SO. 

3069a. What were the other causes ’—Money was used in the election in favour of 
the repeal of the Act. That was a very powerful factor. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3070a. Is market day a feature in the life of the town of Milton !—The market day 
of Milton is an imaginary thing. I never saw a market there. Every day is alike, un- 
less that Saturday is a better day for the farmers to come in. 

3071a. Now, this Chief Constable Bradley says that it was his duty to make ar- 
rests for drunkenness, and upon that he seems to base the statement repeated by Mr. 
Murton yesterday, that there was a great increase of drunkenness under the Scott Act. 
Now, what does your record show ?—The commitments to the county jail do not show 
that, in comparison with former years. 

3072a. Do they show there was really less drunkenness instead of more !—I think 
I am prepared to say to the best of my recollection, that the first year the commitments 
to the county jail were about one-half what they were the year before the Act came into 
force. 

3073a. I have heard somewhere that immediately following the repeal of the Scott 
Act there were quite a number of accidents or fatalities that happened in Milton ? 
—There were quite a number of persons who were killed or died through the influence 
of liquor. There was one young man who had kept sober during the whole six years, 
but one day after the Act was repealed, he broke out and took to drinking, and fell 
into the water and was drowned. 

3074a. In cases against violators of the Scott Act, did you have any third offences 
and convictions !— Yes. 

3075a. And were the parties sent to jail ?—Yes, quite a number of them. 

3076a. It is said that under the Scott Act there was a tremendous amount of per- 
jury. Have you found that parties concerned in violations of the license law are given 
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to perjury as well as those concerned in violations of the Scott Act ?—I do not think 
there is much difference. I have had cases under the Crooks Act, both before and since ; 
I did not see any difference. I had a case a few days ago where I think the perjury 
was about as bad as ever it was under the Scott Act. It is not peculiar to the Scott 
Act. I think it is peculiar to the business of selling liquor. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3077a. You have stated to us that Mr. Bradley, the Chief Constable of Milton, was 
charged before you with having tampered with witnesses, with having induced a witnesS 
to remain away ?—No, he was not charged. 

3078a. But the statement was made ?—I asked the witness if he had any knowledge 
of his being required to be at the court, and he said he had. I asked him who gave him 
that knowledge, and he said Mr. Bradley. 

3079a. Did Mr. Bradley ever know that this charge was made against him ?—I do 
not know. , 

3080a. Do you think it right to come before a tribunal of this kind and make such 
a charge against a man when a man is not here to defend himself !—The charge is 
true. 

3081a. How do you know it is true ?—Because they stated so. 

3082a. But you never heard Mr. Bradley on that point ?—No. 

3083a. Do you charge a public officer upon mere hearsay !—(No answer.) 

3084a. Now, you have had read to you the statement Mr. Murton made as to the 
sales from bottles and flasks of liquor in the town of Milton. Do you say that is not 
true !—No, I will not say that. 

3085a. That may have existed /—I have not been there all the time to see it. I 
did hear that there was one man who went around with a bottle, and he was brought up 
before me at the time and was convicted. 

3086a. So you are not prepared to say that the statement made by Mr. Murton is 
not true in fact !—I am prepared to say this, that I have been in Milton many times 
and I never heard the statement before. 

3087a. You are Police Magistrate for the county to enforce the Act ?—Yes. 

3088a. Do you think it likely that the people could do these things before you 1—I 
would have an opportunity of seeing, as well as he, what took place on the public 
streets. 

3089a. Do you think it possible that people would keep out of your way on such an 
occasion ’—I do not think everybody knew me. 

3090a. Are you not pretty well known ?— Yes. 

3091a. Do you know anything about Burlington ?— Yes. 

3092a. Do you know whether there are special difficulties at Burlington in connec- 
tion with the liquor question ?—I am not aware of any except that under the Scott Act 
regime they said the citizens could get liquor in Hamilton. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


3093a. I think you gave the Commission to infer that Mr. Bradley was not very 
energetic in enforcing the law. Is that right ?—Well, I was asked the question, and 
His Honour has taken me up pretty short on that matter. I should not have volun- 
teered my statement if I had not been asked the question. But I have stated what was 
the fact, so I am prepared to repeat it—that Mr. Bradley, so far as I understood him, 
was not in sympathy with the Scott Act. 

3094a. Would the decrease in the number of convictions or arrests for drunkenness 
be due to Mr. Bradley’s apathy /—-After the reprimand from His Honour I do not feel 
disposed to answer that. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3095a. I do not call it a reprimand. But you are a Magistrate, you have to admin- 

ister justice for the whole county. Now, on the mere statement of a witness, without 

any opportunity being given to Mr. Bradley to give his explanation, do you think it was 
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right for you to come before this Commission and circulate that statement in the press 
which is represented here !—I am inclined to think that Mr. Bradley was present. I 
will not say so positively, but I can find out by my records. 

3096a. You say he was not asked to answer ?—He was asked to serve those sum- 
monses, and I am of the opinion that he was present when the statement was made. 


JOHN W. MURTON, recalled. 
By Mr. Clarke : 


3097a. In your evidence given this morning, you said something about liquor being 
sold from flasks and bottles on market days in Milton. Did you see that yourself ?— 
No, I gave it as information received from Mr. Bradley. 


ARCHDALE WILSON, of Hamilton, druggist, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— : 


By Judge McDonald : 


3098a. What is your occupation ?—Wholesale druggist. 

3099a. You are a Vice-President of the Board of Trade, I believe ?—Yes. 

3100a. Have you been connected officially, at all, with the administration of the 
license law !—No. 

3101a. I understand that your city has very large manufacturing interests /— Yes. 

3102a. There are a good many men in Hamilton who are factory operatives ?— Yes, 
a very large proportion. 

3103a. We understand, also, that you have a class of sailors here during part of 
the season ?—Yes, quite a few. 

3104a. Taking the classes of population that you have, do you think that your city 
as a whole is an orderly and law-abiding community ?—I think it particularly so. 

3105a. In matters of trade and commerce, and in financial position, I suppose your 
city will compare favourably with others !—In the financial position, of the merchants, 
I think very favourably. 

3106a. Those operatives who work in factories, do many of them own their own 
homes ?—I should think a very large proportion of them do. 

3107a. So far as you can- observe as a citizen, do you find that the temperance 
sentiment is growing, and that there is a consequent improvement in the people in the 
way of temperance /—Yes, I think that the people are getting more temperate ; and I 
think the reason is their superior education. 

3108a. I suppose the churches and temperance societies exercise an influence ?— 
They probably have influence, but I think myself the chief reason is that they are 
better educated. 

3109a. Do you yourself advocate the passing of a prohibitory measure for the 
Dominion !—No. 

3110a. Are you opposed to it on principle?—I do not think it possible to make 
people sober or sensible by Acts of Parliament. 

31lla. Do you think it would be possible to enforce such a law inthe Dominion, if 
it were passed, and make it a success /—I am not lawyer enough to say whether people 
could be prevented from using any article of liquor. They certainly could not in com- 
merce, if it was to be had. 

3112a. In case such a law were passed, would you deem it right that remuneration 
should be made to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless ? 
—Yes, I think it would. I think vested interests ought to be protected. 
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3113a. Do you find as a business man that your own business is affected either 
beneficially or prejudicially, by the liquor traffic !—I do not think it affects our business. 

3114a. Taking the business interests of the city as a whole, how are they affected 
by it ?—I do not think that on the whole they are prejudicially affected. Of course, the 
business of many people is in liquor itself. People who use liquors in moderation do no 
injury to commerce of any kind. I can understand that where people use liquors to 
excess, of course they are an injury to the community and an expense, I suppose, to the 
community. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


3115a. Have you given any attention to the licensing system /—Not much. 

3116a. Can you say as to whether, in your judgment, the number of licenses now 
granted is excessive, or can you say how the law is observed by the officials whose duty 
it is to administer it !—If you want my opinion, I would make the license fee higher, 
which would have the effect of decreasing the number of places where liquor is sold. 
Then, if it were possible, 1 would lke to see a law passed making it a misdemeanour to 
treat anybody. I think the treating system is responsible for the making of drunkards, 
more than the fact that they can get liquor. My idea is that the treating system is the 
primary cause of a great deal of drunkenness. 

3117a. With regard to the treatment of those who have become users of liquor to 
excess, do you think there is any practical good accomplished by sending them to prison 
for short periods, when they come before the court repeatedly ’—That has no effect at 
all. But I think a law might be passed, such as exists in some countries, I believe, 
which, while protecting the rights of the individual, would enable the country to take 
charge of habitual drunkards. I think such a law would be a very good thing. 

31180. By the establishment of sanitariums and asylums /—Yes, where people could 
be kept under control for a sufficiently long time to effect a cure. I would treat drunk- 
enness as a disease. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3119a. Do you think it is a disease 1—It becomes such. 
By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3120a. Why would you decrease the number of licenses ?—I would raise the price 
of licenses. If you had high license, it would necessarily mean a higher retail price for 
liquors. That, I think, would have the effect of causing people to drink less. It would 
then cost too much money. 

3121a. With a less number of licensed places, you think that fewer people would 
drink because they would not be able to pay for it?—If you have to walk ten or fifteen 
minutes to get a drink, if you are an ordinary temperance man, you will never take it 
at all, because it is not convenient. 

3122a. Then you think a less number of places would afford less facilities for drink- 
ing ’—Less facilities, exactly. 

3123a. And would also increase the price of drink /—Yes. . 

3124a. Would not that be an interference with the rights of the poor man, who 
wants a cheap drink ?—Of course, I am not in favour of those laws affecting either beer 
or light wines. 

3125a. For instance, one man wants beer, another man wants light wines and does 
not care for whisky ; but there is a large number of men who, if given their choice, would 
take whisky in preference. Would you interfere with their rights to get it conveniently 
and cheaply ’—I am afraid I would, because I take the ground that whisky is not a 
necessity. If it were a necessity as a medicine, they could afford to pay this higher price. 
I think that beer and light wines are good and do good, but I do not think that applies 
to whisky. If the people could get beer and light wines such as they get in Germany 
and France, I think that in a very short time the demand for whisky would cease to exist. 

3126a. If it were made impossible for them to get light wines and beer do you think 
the same result would occur, and that they would not want it after a while. Or would 
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you make your preference for light wines and beer, the law for others, without regard 
to the desire of a man who wants whisky. We are often met with the plea of personal 
interference ; now I ask you if that would not be an interference with the personal 
liberty of a certain class !-—Well, I suppose that is a question of law. Individually, I 
certainly would take that course. 

3127a. Your judgment dictates that course !—It would lead me to make the price 
of strong drinks higher, and the price of light wines and beer lower, because the former, 
I think, are injurious, while the others are good in many cases, 

3128a. There are some people who think they are all injurious, and on that ground 
would they not have just as good a right as yourself to prohibit the use of all, and could 
you call it an interference with personal liberty !—I would endeavour to defeat them. 

3129a. But you would assist them in prohibiting the sale of whisky ?—No, I would 
not say that, but to increase the price. J am not in favour of prohibiting anything. 

3130a. Except by increasing the price and making it difficult to get liquor !—Yes. 

313la. You spoke of the abolition of the treating system, would that not be an 
interference with personal liberty ‘—I suppose it would be an interference with personal 
liberty, but inasmuch as that liberty is, to my mind, a very dangerous one, I would 
deprive the country of it. 

3132a. Then there is danger attending the treating system, you believe /—I believe 
there is. There is danger attending the use of whiskies and strong liquors, but no dan- 
ger attending the use of wines and beer. That is my opinion. 

3133a. And you would have the law along the lines of your belief on this matter ? 
—Yes. 

3134a. Do you speak for yourself, or are you the spokesman of the Board of Trade 
in this matter ’—I speak for myself alone. 


Rev. THOMAS GEOGHAGAN, of Hamilton, Rector of St. Paul’s Church, on 
being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


3135a. How long have you resided in Hamilton !—Six years. 

3136. Have you seen anything yourself of the working of a prohibitory law /— 
Yes, in Crawford County, Pennsylvania. 

3137a. Under what system !—Local option. 

3138a. How did it work ?—Its friends thought it did badly. After a while it was 
repealed. There was a great deal of drinking during that time. I have myself seen 
drinking in that county. I have been in hotels where it was sold when the law was in 
force. 

3139a. Have you seen the working of prohibition in any other place !—No. 

3140a. Speaking as a clergyman, do you find that there is a good deal of evil 
caused by excessive drinking !—A good deal, but not all the evil existing by any means. 

3141a. Do you find that there are people with whom what is called alcoholism, 
becomes a disease !— Yes. 

3142a. Do you believe that committal to jail of such persons for terms of twenty 
or thirty days, has a beneficial effect !—It does, by keeping them away from liquor 
during that time. 

3143a. Would you favour the establishment of institutions where such people 
could be committed for a long time ?—Undoubtedly. They should be treated medici- 
nally the same as for any other disease. 

3144a. I believe you take a great interest in the case of destitute children /—Yes. 

3145a. I suppose you find in some cases that the intemperate habits of parents 
have caused misery to these children /—In some cases, and there are other causes. 

3146a. Do you favour yourself the passing of a prohibitory measure, prohibiting 
the manufacture, importation and sale of liquor for beverage purposes !—If it was uni- 


versal for the world. 
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3147a. But you would not for Canada alone?—Yes, if it was made universal in 
Canada. At the present time I would rather see the law we have, lived up to, than a 
more stringent law put on the statute-book. JI mean the present license law. 

3148a. Do you find it is not lived up to ?—I do not think it is. 

3149. In what way ?—I do not think the body of the people are sufficiently alive 
to the evils of intemperance, to care whether the law is violated or not. We are not 
living up to the present system and enforcing the laws we have; and if we go away 
beyond that, we will havea great gap between what we have and what the people want. 
For instance, I am satisfied that if thirty saloons were open to night after sever. o’clock, 
there would not be thirty men in this town who would trouble their heads about it. 

3150a. It is always left to the officials to look after that /—I do not know to whom 
it is left. I am merely speaking generally of what I know. I know they would not 
want to go and inform. But if public sentiment were such that every man would be 
wanting to inform and stop it, and felt that there was no stigma in doing that, then I 
could understand that we might be ready to take a step in advance. 

315la. Do you advocate the passing of a prohibitory measure for the whole coun- 
try ’—No, I do not. I am not advocating it at all, I say I would accept it. Advocat- 
ing is one thing, accepting is another. I would favour it, but I do not advocate it. 
My feeling is that there is such a gap between public feeling and the execution of the 
law, that at present it would not be possible to enforce prohibition. It would be a 
dead letter upon the statute-book. 

3152a. In the event of the passing of such a law, would you admit the importation 
of liquor for mechanical, sacramental and medicinal purposes ?—Certainly. 

3153a. One witness said he was opposed to the importation for sacramental 
purposes, because people could use unfermented wines, so-called. Will you please state 
the opinion of the church of which you are a clergyman, with regard to the question of 
sacramental wine ?—The church to which I belong, as a church, knows of no wine ex- 
cept fermented wine. The unfermented article is not called wine. I have no sympa- 
thy with men who are wiser than the Lord. If aman tells me that he will not use 
fermented wine at the Communion, then I think he isa fanatic, and I stop with him 
there. 

3154a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you, for the purpose of 
obtaining liquor for mechanical, sacramental and medicinal purposes, consider it better 
that it be manufactured in the country or imported /~Manufactured in the country. 

3155a. Manufactured by private enterprise, or by the authorities ?—By the autho- 
rities, the same as our post office affairs are conducted by the authorities. 

3156a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you consider it right that 
remuneration should be made to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery 
rendered useless ?—I certainly think they should receive remuneration for whatever 
they had purchased for the purpose of manufacture. Any man that enters into a busi- 
ness for which he pays a license, ought not to have his property confiscated at the will 
of the people, without compensation. 

3157a. How do you find the license law observed !—It is fairly well observed, but 
still some of the city bars are open Saturday nights. 

3158a. Have you reason to suppose that the authorities attempt to enforce the 
law ’—I think so, so far as I know. 

3159a, Have you reason to suppose that illicit sale prevails to any extent ?—I do 
not know of any place where illicit sale prevails. 

3160a. You do not come across people who, you believe, get liquor illicitly ?— 
No. I donot know any place where liquor is sold Saturday night, but I know men 
carry bottles home with them on Saturday and keep them in the house on Sunday. Not 
long ago I saw a man letting down a bottle out of a bar-room window to another man 
outside who was waiting to get it, and they had a drink. TI took it for granted that it 
was strong drink. I found out afterwards from one of these men and his wife that 
they were in the habit of bringing home a bottle every Saturday night. He was gene- 
rally drunk on Sunday. I found he carried it home Saturday night and drank it in his 
house. 
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3161a. Have you found there has been an improvement latterly in the habits of the 
people !—A decided improvement. 

3162a. We have been told in many places that the religious influences and the 
influence of temperance societies have produced these effects /—There is not the slightest 
doubt that temperance societies and Christian organizations have produced a good 
result, and the effect is seen in reducing the number of prisoners. I think the Chief of 
Police knows more than one man who has been a habitual drunkard, but who, by kindly 
interest in him, has been led to stop drinking, and is living a respectable life to-day. 

3163a. I understand that you take a deep interest in these matters?—I take an 
interest in persons coming out of jail. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3164a. As a pastor visiting families, do you know any one thing that produces 
the degree of distress, and poverty, and neglect of children, which the drink habit  pro- 
duces 1—I can enumerate two other things that, I think, do. 

3165a. What are they !—-Extravagance in living and imperfect education. 

3166a. Do these produce more poverty !—I do not know that they produce more 
poverty, I did not say that ; but I say they produce a good deal of the poverty. 

3167a. I want to know if there is any thing that produces as much of all this dis- 
tress as the drink habit !—I would put it beside the two other things I have mentioned. 

3168a. Does either one of these other things produce as much evil ?—TI think these 
two things are first causes which lead up, after a while, to dissipation, and after a while 
excessive drinking comes creeping in. For instance, I know a man who is earning $6 a 
week, and his wife wants to drive a buggy around town, she wants to entertain her 
friends, and she wants to be well dressed. Now, that man cannot support her on $6 a 
week, and she makes it too hot for him at home when she does not get enough money. 
That is excessive living. J know a case at the present time where the house is broken 
up, the man boards at some cheap hotel, and after a week or two he will take to drink- 
ing, and perhaps his wife will go down to a lower level than she is on now. All this 
trouble will be charged upon the man’s drinking habits. 

3169a. It is a very regrettable case, but do you not find a great many cases in which 
drink is apparently the cause of the distress and trouble in homes ?—A good many. 

3170a. A large proportion ?—-A good many of them, in my experience. 

3171la. Of which drink is really the cause ?—Drink is a cause at last, but not the 
primary cause. 

3172a. There was something else that led to drink ?—Yes. 

3173a. Then the whole trouble is charged on the drink !—Certainly. 

3174a. Do you think that is quite general !—I think there is a good deal of it. 

3175a. So that in your opinion drink is not the primary cause of very much dis- 
tress !— When they get into the drink, we all know about it. Another thing I men- 
tioned is imperfect education, the want of technical education for children. 

3176a. Do you find that the drink habit of parents is responsible for the lack of 
education in children ?—I do not. I blame the system of education in the country. 

3177a. Do you not find cases in which children do not get the advantages of even 
this imperfect system of education, because of the drinking habit of their parents, who 
consequently neglect their children ?—Quite true. 

3178a. Do you not find that drinking is the chief cause, not the exclusive cause, of 
a great deal of trouble in families? As a pastor, your views are of value. You are 
inclined to believe that the drink is charged with more than its due ?—My experience is 
that there is a great deal of domestic trouble which is not due to drink. No man 
becomes a drunkard at once. If aman leaves his home at night and goes to a tavern, 
there is something wrong in his home. 

3179a. Do you think that the cases of unwise extravagance in wives, are more 
numerous than the cases of drinking and careless men 1—I think they are, because 
women and girls, and sometimes men “and boys; are not taught to use theirhands. Toa 
certain extent, it is looked upon as unnecessary to teach them in our schools how to 
make bread, how’ to make clothes, how to cook food, and do any work of that kind ; and 
when they are married they are perfectly ignorant. 

21— 124-*** 


180 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


3180a. You believe that wives, from one habit or another, are more responsible for 
distresses in the home than husbands are ?—I do not think they are, but that is one of 
the causes I have noticed. 

318la. But I want to get at the chief thing ?—I could not tell you. Laziness is 
one, extravagance is one, and drinking is one. 

3182a. You are not sure which is at the top of the lst ?—I think drink comes as 
the last thing, the last great vortex into which they fall. 

3183a. May not the drink habit have been the predisposing cause of this 
extravagance and carelessness, and this ignorance and neglect of children !’—In some 
men, not inall. I know children of men who died of delirium tremens who are the 
soberest men I ever met; and I have known children of the most pious men I ever met, 
to die drunkards. 

3184a. Speaking of compensation, would you give compensation also to tavern 
keepers!—It depends entirely upon what condition the tavern keeper got his license. If 
the Commissioners knew that man was preparing a place, and knew that he was fitting it 
up with the proper qualifications for carrying on his business, and if, at the end of six 
months, by no fault of his own, the business was taken away from him, then I say he has 
a right to compensation. But if, by fault of his own he violates the law, he must stand 
the consequence of it. 

3185a. But if, by a passage of the law, his business is closed up, you think he ought 
to have compensation for what he put in when he undertook the business ?-—Just so much 
as I think a man whose house is pulled down to make way for a railway, ought to have 
compensation for the bricks and mortar put in it. 

3186a. You spoke about the use of fermented wine, and about those who objected 
to the use of fermented wine, as knowing more than our Lord. Our Lord spoke of the 
“fruit of the vine,” I think ?—Quite true. 

3187a. Do you think that the fruit of the vine as used by him, is at all of the 
character of the wine of commerce of this day?—I am not talking about bad wine, or 
rotten stuff. I am talking about fermented wine, pure and simple. 

3188a. Is there any such on sale in our day !—Plenty of pure wine. 

3189a. Is it the fermented juice of the grape that you mean ?—Yes. 

3190a. Some people do not distinguish between the fruit of the vine and the mix- 
tures sold under the name of wine!—I think the mixtures are poison. 

3191a. You do not think they are God’s creatures !—Not at all, they are man’s in- 
vention. 


WILLIAM JOSEPH COPP, of Hamilton, iron founder, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


3192-3a. How long have you lived in Hamilton ?—Forty years. 

3194a. How long have you been engaged in the iron foundry business /—About 
thirty years. 

3195a. How many men do you employ !—From 100 to 150. 

3196a. Are these men of different nationalities /—Yes, from every country, almost. 

3197. How do you find their habits for sobriety /—The large majority of the men 
are sober and industrious. 

3198a. It is sometimes thought that men engaged in moulding, owing to the great 
heat, are perhaps given to taking liquors asa beverage more than other people /—A good 
many of them are in the habit of taking it. 

3199a. Have you any rule laid down as to the employment of men concerning their 
habits !—We have no special rule. 

Rev. THoMAS GEOGHAGAN. 
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32000. You require the men to keep within the bounds of sobriety while they are 
in your employ /—Yes, and we follow them up very closely to prevent their going out 
from the works and getting drunk. 

3201a. You do not make it a requirement that they shall be total abstainers !— 


No. 

3202a. Do you prefer total abstainers !—Yes, if we can get them. 

3203a. Do you lose many of your men owing to their drinking habits ?—When we 
find a man is of unsteady habits, we are very slow to engage him. We allow him to 
drop out. 

3204a. Do you find that there is any loss to your business itself through the intem- 
perance of workingmen ?—Yes, there is a very large loss. 

3205a. It is sometimes stated that the work of some men in factories depends upon 
the work of another man, and depends upon his being at his post, and if, owing to drunk- 
enness, he is not there, these other men are hindered in their work ?—In our business it 
is particularly so with the moulders. They have their blowers, and if they are absent 
we lose the work of that blower. We have had serious losses from their absence throw- 
ing other men out of employment. 

3206a. During your residence in the city have you observed an improvement in the 
habits of the people in respect to the use of strong drinks ?—I think there is a slight 
improvement, but it is very slow. 

3207a. You find the influence of churches and temperance societies are all tending 
to produce beneficial results !—I think the churches are becoming much more alive to the 
importance of temperance. There is a much better tone. 

3208a. How do you find matters in the family life? Is there much liquor used for 
beverage purposes /—We come in contact very much with it in family life, and it is a 
very great disturber of peace in the family. Ido not think that the family, as a family, 
largely make use of it. 

3209a. Do men given to drinking habits generally go to drinking places, or do they 
take it home !—TI think they generally go to drinking places. Some few drink at home. 

3210a. We are told that of those places in this city at present there are 95 called 
taverns, 85 having accommodation for travellers, and ten without it. Do you think that 
number is greater than is required for the needs of the city ?—I do indeed. We do not 
need more than half of them. 

321la. Are any of these places located near your works /—Yes. 

3212a. Is that a source of difficulty 7—We would rather have them further away. 
We are very sorry to see them coming near our works. They induce the men to slip out. 

3213a. I suppose you do not find these places in the residential quarters of the town ? 
—No, where I live there is scarcely a tavern. There isnot onein ward No, 3. I should 
be very sorry to see taverns or drinking places come in there. 

3214a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law {—No. 

3215a. Are you opposed to licensing the traffic 7—I am not opposed to licensing the 
traffic, but I would much prefer a prohibitory law. Under present circumstances I pre- 
fer a license law, as long as we cannot get prohibition. But I would advocate the passing 
of a prohibitory measure for the whole Dominion, prohibiting the manufacture and sale, 

3216a. Would you admit importation for mechanical, sacramental and medicinal 
purposes !— Yes. ! 

3217a. Would you prefer to see it manufactured in the country or imported !— 
Manufactured in the country by the authorities, and kept under strict supervision. 

3218a. Have you considered what would be the best means of enforcing such a 
law, whether by the Dominion, the Provincial or the municipal authorities ?—I think 
there should be a Dominion law, with Dominion officers to enforce it. 

3219a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that remu- 
neration should be made to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered 
useless ?—I do not know why they should be remunerated more than myself if I suffered 
from a change in the tariff. If I had a thousand tons of pig iron in my yard, and the 
duty of $4 a ton was taken off by the Government, I do not think the Government 
would reimburse me for that ; I am sure they would not do it, although it would be a 
decided loss to me. 
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3220a. This question is put to every witness, as to whether brewers and distillers. 
should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery !—I think not. I think 
- they must take their chances with other business men. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3221a. I suppose your output annually is pretty large /—Yes. 

3222a. About what is your pay roll ?—$1,000 to $1,200 a week. 

3223a, And if you can get them, you prefer men who are not drinking men !—We 
very much prefer them. 

3224a. Their wage-earning power is reduced by the drink habit !—Yes, very much. 

3225a. It is an injury to themselves in the first place, and, as you have explained, 
it is often a disadvantage to you in your business ?—A very serious one. 

3226a. What effect do you think national prohibition would have on the business. 
interests of the country generally !—I think it would have a very beneficial effect. 

3227a. And on the wage-earning power of the population especially so ?—Very 
largely. 

3228a. Have you observed how the establishment of licensed drinking places affects 
the value of property in their vicinity /—It damages it at once. 

3229a. Has the proximity of licensed places ever increased the insurance rates of 
adjoining property !—I do not know ; I have not observed that. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


3230a. Do your men all work by the piece ?—Some do, not all. 

3231a. How do the moulders work !—By the piece, generally. 

32314a. What proportion of men in your employment are moulders !—Forty per cent. 

3232a. Do you find them always willing and able to do their work !—As a general 
thing, we find them good, industrious men. 

3233a. Do they lose much time on account of the excessive use of liquor /—Some of 
them lose a great deal of time. 

3234a. Have they been in your employment a great many years!—Yes, some of 
them many years. 

3235a, Have you had any experience of the operation of a prohibitory law /—None: 
at all. 

3236a. Have you given any attention to the operation of prohibitory laws in any 
country where they exist ?—Not critically ; but my impression is, from what I know of 
the Maine law, that it would be a great advantage to the country at large if it could be 
enforced. 

3237a. Do you believe it could be enforced ?—I believe it could be enforced just as 
well as any other law. I think, before a prohibitory law is passed, there should be a. 
strong consensus of opinion that it is the proper thing, then I believe the law can be 
enforced. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


3238a. Are you able to form an estimate of about how much time the average: 
drinking man would lose in the course, say, of a month, on account of his drinking /—It 
would vary. I have no doubt some will lose 10 per cent or 20 per cent of their time on. 
account of drinking. I am not following the effect of the drink upon the man in all its 
ramifications, but I say he is not putting up as much work as he should do, I look upon 
it as a very serious detriment to a man when liquor takes hold of him, because it lessens 
his wage-earning power very largely. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


3239a. What do you mean by the drinking man ?—He is a man with whom it has. 
become a strong habit, a controlling habit. 

3240. These men that drink regularly a glass of beer at dinner, or a glass of beer 
at night, do they lose 15 or 20 per cent of their time ?—No; but I believe that these 
men who get into the habit of taking it at noon and night, soon begin to take a little 

Witi1am JosePH Copp. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 183 


more, and. I look upon that man as on the straight road to destruction, just as sure as 
fate. I do not fail to warn him and tell him his danger. I have seen lots of young men 
ruined by it, all their stamina taken out of them. And the old sinners try to lead the 
young ones astray. 


JOHN J. MASON, of Hamilton, Accountant, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


3241a. How long have you lived here !—Nearly forty years. 

3242a, I believe « you have been Mayor of the city /—I was Mayor for two eee 
and alderman for ten years. J am not in the City Council now. 

3243a. Have you held any position in connection with the educational institutions 
of the city 7—I am Chairman of the Finance Committee of the Board of Education. 

3244a, When were you Mayor !—Five years ago. 

3245a. At that time the license law was administered by a Board of Commissioners 
as at present 1—Yes. 

3246a. When you were a member of the City Council, did the Council have control 
of the licensing ?—No, it was always under a Board. 

3247a. When you were Mayor, of course, you were a member ex-officio of the Board 
of Police Commissioners /—I was. 

3248a. As such you had something to do in defining the duties of the force ?— 
Yes: 

3249a. Was it considered part of the duties of the force to assist the License Inspec- 
tors in enforcing the law !—Yes. 

3250a. Seeing that an illicit traffic was not carried on, and that the clauses relating 
to prohibitive hours were enforced 1__Yes. 

325la. Have you reason to believe that those laws were fairly carried out in 
Hamilton at that time ?—I think so. 

3252a. Have you, as a citizen, reason to believe that they are fairly carried out 
now !—TI think so. 

3253a. Have you had any experience of prohibition in any section in which it has 
been in force !—Only in Woodstock, Oxford county ; but only as a visitor. 

3254a. What did you see there? Did you find it well enforced !—I found it was 
comparatively easy to obtain something to drink. The Scott Act was in force there at 
the time. 

3255a. Are you yourself an advocate of the passing of a prohibitive law for the 
Dominion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale !—I am not. 

3256a. Do you think if such a law were passed it could be enforced in such a 
manner as to make it efficient ?—I do not think so. 

3257a. In case of the enactment of such alaw, would you favour remuneration being 
made to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless !—Yes, I 
always had that view. 

3258a. As a business man, can you say that the business interests of the city are 
affected to any extent, beneficially or prejudicially, by the liquor traffic !—I do not think 
that the business interests are really affected to any great extent by the traffic. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


3259a. Do you think the license law is pretty well administered here now ? 
think so, so far as I can judge from my own observation. 
3260c. Do you think there are not too many licensed places in the city !—I think 


they might be reduced. 
3261a. There are ten: saloon, and eighty-five tavern and hotel licenses. Are the 


ten saloon licenses necessary !—I do not think so. / 


a 
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3262a. We understand these saloons are practically drinking places !—I believe so. 

3263a. Something has been said regarding a license given to Dundurn Park. Do 
you approve giving a license to that place /—Yes, for beer and wine. 

32640. We understand that large numbers of people congregate there from time to 
time, at picnics, entertainments, etc. Do you think it is advisable to give licenses for 
the sale of light wines and beer to places where large numbers of people congregate from 
time to time, places of public resort !—Yes, I see no objection to it. 

3265a. In your judgment, do you think it would be well if half the number of 
licenses now issued for the sale of all kinds of malt and spirituous liquors, were cut off 
and, say, thirty licenses were given for the sale of beer and light wine alone !—That is 
a question somsewhat hard to answer. 

3266a. As a principle, would you favour the giving of licenses for the sale of beer 
and light wines ?—Yes. 

3267a. Now, with regard to the treatment of persons who have become habitual 
drunkards, and who are sent to jail for thirty days, do you think the present treatment 
has any beneficial and permanent effect upon them /—I do not. 

3268a. Would you favour longer sentences, and their committal to sanitariums and 
hospitals as the Rev. Mr. Geoghagan suggested ?—When I was Mayor for two years I 
had a good deal of experience with people addicted to drinking, and I quite agree with 
Mr. Geoghagan’s evidence in what he said as to the primary causes of poverty and 
wretchedness amongst the masses of the population. 

3269a@. According to the returns presented by the Chief of Police, there has been a 
substantial decrease in the number of arrests and convictions for drunkenness during the 
past two years. To what do you attribute the decrease ?—I think there is a general 
decrease in drinking in every class. I have formed that impression, not only as a citizen, 
but also as a member of a society that has had exceptional opportunities for observation ; 
and we notice that there is a decided tendency towards a diminution of the drink habit. 
That has frequently been remarked at our meetings. 

3270a. There seems to be a great improvement in the habits and customs of people 
respecting the use of liquor at public entertainments of all kinds ’—That is my expe- 
rience. 

3271a. Have you had sufficient experience of local prohibitory laws to be able to 
give us an opinion as to their effect on the community ’/—No, I have not. Two attempts 
have been made here to carry a local prohibitory law, and both failed. The only expe- 
rience I have is gained from visits made to two or three counties where it has been in 
operation. 

3272a. I think you said there was no difficulty in individuals obtaining liquor in 
those places ?—I found none, and I obtained it. 

3273a. Speaking generally, what would be the effect on the morals of the com- 
munity in having a law such as the Scott Act on the statute-book, and being flagrantly 
violated !—I think that the result must be bad. In my opinion there is no doubt about 
it. 

3274a. Would it be preferable to have a license law as well administered as the 
present license law is in Hamilton, to a law like the Scott Act, which was practically a 
dead letter ?—Far preferable, in my opinion. 

3275a. I understood you to say that you are not in favour of a general prohibitory 
law ’—I am not in favour of it, simply because I think it cannot be enforced, and that 
worse results will follow from it. I think if everybody stopped drinking, they would be 
better off. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3276a. There would be no necessity for the law then ?—No. 
3277a. Following the question just asked, what do you think is the moral effect on 
the community of the violation of the license law’?—I did not understand that Mr. 
Clarke asked about the moral effect. 
Joun J. Mason? 
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By Mr, Clarke : 


3278. I will ask you now, what would be the moral effect on the community of 
the steady, continuous and flagrant violation of a law such as the Scott Act ?—I think 
it would be bad. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3279a. I will ask you the same question, substituting the license law for the Scott 
Act. What is the effect upon the morals of the community of the violations of the 
license law ?—I do not think it would be nearly as bad. 

3280a. Why? Because the effect of the non-license law itself is bad, and the viola- 
tion of it necessarily would be bad. 

328la. The effect of the non-license law itself is bad, you say; that is, the non- 
license of the traftic is bad, you think ?— Yes. 

3282a. Well, is the license of the traffic bad ?—No, I do not think it is. 

3283a. You think the non-license of the traftic is bad in itself, while the license of 
the traffic is not bad in itself ?—No, I do not think it is. 

3284a. Therefore violations of a non-license law, that is, sales without license, are 
bad in their effects ?—I think so. 

3285a. And the sales without license where there is a license law, are not bad in 
their effects ?—I do not say that. I say they are bad, but not so bad as the others. 
What I mean by that, is that I believe in a good license law. 

3286a. But I am speaking of the violations of that license law. For instance, John 
Brown and James Smith each have a license permitting them to sell at certain times and 
under such conditions, but they violate both the times and the conditions. What effect 
does that violation have upon the community ?—I think it has comparatively little effect, 
because I think that it exists to a very small extent. 

3287a. But in so far as it exists, does it have a good moral effect ?—No, I think 
not. 

3288a. I wish you could tell us—because we would like to get light on this subject-— 
why it is that the violation of law in one instance has a bad effect, and the violation of 
law in another instance has comparatively little effect 1—Well, in the first, one would be 
much more general than the other. The violation of a license law is narrowed down, it 
must be narrowed down, to a comparatively small compass, whilst the violation of a pro- 
hibitory law would be so general and so widely extended, that it would be almost impos- 
sible to cope with it. The law has a better chance of coping with licensed houses than 
with unlicensed houses. 

3289a. From your experience officially and your observation as a citizen, do you 
know whether the law does cope with the violations of the License Act ?—It does. 

3290a. To what extent? Do the violations go on from time to time ?—I do not 
know. I may be wrong, but my impression is that there is not violation to the extent 
that some people seem to imagine. I do not know where they get their information, or 
whether it is better than mine, but that is my own impression. 

3291a. I think you said that the drink traffic does not particularly affect one way 
or another the business interests of the community ?—Not so far as I know. 

3292a. Do you believe the drink traftic affects in any degree the conscience and moral 
conditions of the community ?—Only toa little extent. 

3293a. But you think it does to some extent ?—Yes, to a small extent. 

3294a. I believe you are a School Trustee ?—I am. 

3295a. Your duty as a School Trustee involves, I suppose,supervision of the schools ? 
—Yes. 

3296a. Is there any provision in the license law forbidding the establishment of a 
saloon within a certain distance of a school-house ?— Yes. 

32970. Why ?—I do not know ; because the Legislature saw fit to do so. 

3298a. Do you think it is a good provision ?—Well, I can hardly answer that ques- 
tion. I do not know that it is or is not. It might be in some particular sections ; in 
others, I do net think it would make any difference. 
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3299a. The law makers must have thought it desirable, or public sentiment must 
have expressed a desire in some way, to have the saloons removed from proximity to a 
school-house ’—I know of no other reason than that it may have been thought that 
saloons would be an occasion of disturbance in the neighbourhood of schools. 

3300a. Do you believe that saloons are occasions of disturbance !—I know they have 
been in some cases. 

3301a. Would they affect school management and school attendance ?—Not so far 
as I know, as a Trustee. No such case has ever come before the Board. 

3302a. Asa Trustee, then, you would have no objection to the establishment of a 
drinking place in the vicinity of a school house? You do not see any advantage in its 
removal ?—I do not know, not so far as my own children are concerned. 

3303a. Take the children at large. Of course, one family differs from another 
family ?—Well, a good deal would depend upon circumstances, upon the situation. It 
might be advantageous to some and not to others. 

3304a. Take the schools as they exist and as they are composed generally. Is it a 
wise provision that the saloon is removed by law from the vicinity of a school house !— 
I think it is just as well. Personally, I donot see any very great reason for it, but I 
believe it is just as well. 

3305a. Then you believe in that degree of prohibition, that it is just as well to 
remove the saloons from the vicinity of a school house where there are many children, 
to whom it might be a temptation or a menace in some form !—No, I did not speak of 
it as being a temptation to the children, not at all; but because disturbance might 
occur ; in other words, that there are people who do drink and who might congregate at 
this particular place and create a disturbance. 

3306a. Do you think this consideration may have weighed with the legislators, that 
the law should be designed to save children from becoming familiar with the saloons as 
a legalized institution !—No, I do not think so at all. I do not think there is anything 
in that. 

3307a. It is simply to avoid possible disturbance !—I think so. 

3308a. That would be on the presumption that the saloon is an occasion or centre, 
and not a source of disturbance ?—Not a centre and source of it, but an occasion of it. 

3309a. You do not think there is any particular violation of the license law in 
Hamilton /—So far as my own knowledge and my own experience go, I feel certain. 
that the license law here is well observed, take it altogether, better than it has been 
in other places that I have been in. I speak from my own experience and not from 
what has been told me. It is better observed here than in some places that I have 
been in. 

3310a. Is it observed here with increasing strictness !—I think so. 

331la. To what do you attribute that?—The increasing watchfulness with which 
these places are looked after and guarded, and the consequent readiness on the part of 
the saloon keepers and tavern keepers to comply with the law. 

3312a. You think that the saloon keepers are better disposed to comply with the 
law, and that there is, besides, a more careful supervision /—I think so. 

3313a. Do you think that the disposition of the saloon keepers causes the more 
careful police supervision !—I would not like to say as to that. I would be speaking of 
what they thought. 

3314a. You have never been favourable to the prohibition of the trade !—No. 

3315a. When were you Mayor of the city /—In 1888, for two years. I agree in 
the main with what Mr. Geoghagan said, because it was borne out by my experience as 
Mayor. Under our system, for some reason or another, all applications for relief come 
before the Mayor. While I was Mayor for two years, I made it a point, either myself 
or by deputy, to look into every case of application for relief on account of poverty. I 
visited between five hundred and six hundred different homes in this city during those 
two years, and I still have my books in which I took notes. I agree with Mr. Geoghagan 
when he says that poverty could not be, either altogether or very largely, charged to 
drink as the primary cause. That was my experience also when I visited those five 
hundred or six hundred cases and inquired into them personally. 
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3316a. Can poverty be traced to drink either directly or indirectly /—To some 
extent, but not in a majority of cases, nor anywhere like a majority. 

3317 a. You think it is extravagance !— Yes, and he omitted one factor which came 
before me prominently before that time, and that was the want of employment, specially 
during the winter season. During the two years that I was Mayor, there was perhaps 
more than the usual lack of employment, more than there has been since. But in all 
the homes that I visited, I do not think there was one in ten, perhaps not one in twenty, 
where drink was the cause of the trouble of those who applied to me for relief. 

3318a. Then you do not think that drink is the chief factor at all in producing 
poverty and distress in the homes of the people?’—That was my experience. I would 
say, of course, that it would produce it more quickly than anything else. 


STINSON BRADLEY, Chief Constable of the town of Milton, county of Hal- 
ton, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


33184a. Have you another occupation than that of Chief Constable !—I am in the 
coal trade. 

3319a. How long have you lived in Milton !—About all my life time. 

3320a. How long have you been Chief Constable !—I could hardly say, but a num- 
ber of years. 

3321la. Were you Chief Constable of that town at the time the Scott Act was in 
force ’—Yes. 

3322a. Was the Scott Act effectually enforced /—It was not. What I mean is 
that there were a number of cases of drunkenness and convictions during the term of 
the Scott Act. 

3323a. Was there much sale of liquor ?—There was considerable sale of liquor in 
low places in Milton. 

3324a. Were there many places in which it was sold !—Yes. 

3325a. How many licensed houses where there in Milton when the Scott Act came 
into force /—I think there were three. 

3326a. Speaking from your own knowledge, can you say in how many places you 
think liquor was sold illicitly under the Scott Act at any one time ?—I could give you 
a rough idea. I knew four places at one time that were selling liquor under the Scott. 
Act. 

3327a. Do you know whether any sale of liquor took place by men who carried it 
about in bottles or flasks ?—Yes. They carried it in their pockets, and had a tumbler 
with them, and sold it on the streets. 

3328a. Can you tell me the class of liquor that was sold, whether it was malt liquor 
or spirits /—I could not say, but I know there was ale and whisky sold. 

3329a. Can you tell whether the liquor that was sold was of a comparatively good 
quality, or was it an impure compound ?— Well, I judged it was not the best of liquor. 

3330a. Have you reason to suppose it was adulterated ’—I could not say for my- 
self, only what others told me. 

3331la. So far as you could learn ?—So far as I could learn, it was adulterated 
liquor. 

; 3332a. Were the places in which liquor was sold illicitly, places which had former- 
ly been licensed houses !—No, they were not, they were what is termed dives, places 
that are sometimes called shebeens. 

3333a. Apart from the sale of liquor, what line of business would these people be: 
engaged in ’—Well, there was a woman who sold liquor there, who had no other occupa~ 
tion. 
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3334a, Were there any in trades or callings?—There was one merchant who sold 
liquor, and he was fined, I think ; at least he was charged with it, I do not recollect 
whether there was a conviction. 

3335a. Do you know whether there was any difficulty in that county in people 
imposing on the doctors in getting prescriptions from them, professedly for illness, but 
really to get drink ?—I think there was, that was the object. 

3336a. Do you know whether there was any difficulty in connection with the sale 
of liquor by druggists, who have what is called a druggist’s license, selling it without a 
doctor’s prescription !—I could not say as to that. 

3337a. As constable, did you prosecute any cases, or were you present at the pro- 
secution of any cases, infringing the Scott Act?—Mr. Brothers was Inspector for the 
Temperance Alliance, he was a County Constable, and he held all the informations against 
those parties who sold liquor, but he always gave the papers to me to serve on those 
people. 

3338a. So that he was the official who instituted the prosecutions, and you were 
the officer who served the papers ?—I served the papers and attended the trial. 

3339a. Did you attend many such trials ?—I attended a number of trials. 

3340a. In those trials were you present when the evidence was given !—Yes. 

3341la. Was there any difficulty in getting evidence !—Mr. Young made a state- 
ment that in his own court it was very difficult to get witnesses to give evidence. 

3342a. Had you reason to believe from what you saw that there was false swear- 
ing ?—I often thought so, but I could not tell. 

3343a. I suppose if you could have known for certain, you would have taken steps, 
as an officer of justice, to have the parties prosecuted !—Yes. 

3344a. Did you believe such to be the case !—That was my opinion. 

3345a. Now, was there much drunkenness to be seen during the time the Scott 
Act was in force ?—There was. 

3346a. Was there ever any in Milton?—Yes, I have arrested people there for 
being drunk. 

3347a. Were those whom you arrested while drunk, in concealed places, or were 
they on the public streets Sometimes on the street, sometimes in shebeens. 

3348a. Sometimes they would be where the public could see them !—Yes. 

3349a. A statement was made before the Commission to-day that you had given 
an intimation, as it were a warning, to a witness that he was required to be at court, 
and that in consequence the witness stayed away; and we felt that as this statement 
was made in public, you should have an opportunity in public of making an explana- 
tion?—I can give you the name of the witness, and everything. It was Mr. Frank 
Bartley, registrar for the county of Halton, and living in Milton. He is dead now. 
He got word, I do not know how, that there was a subpcena out for him to appear in 
court. When the court came on I was there as a witness, and Mr. Young charged me 
with telling the witness that I had a subpcena for him, so that he could get out of the 
road. I said to Mr. Young: I am ready to stand an investigation in this matter, for I 
did not see the man at ail. 

3350a. Then you told Mr. Young that you were not guilty of this ?—I did, right in 
the court, and that I was willing to stand an investigation in the matter. He was wrong 
in making that statement. 

3351a. Do you come under oath yourself and state that there was a wrong done 
you in that respect 1—There was. 

3352a, And that you were not guilty of interfering with that witness /—No, I was 
not. 

3353a. Now, to what do you attribute the repeal of the Scott Act in the County of 
Halton /—My opinion about the Scott Act is that it was not properly enforced. There 
was so much drunkenness in the county that people got sick of it—-so much liquor sell- 
ing without a license. 

3354a, We have been told here by a witness that a man who went through the 
County of Halton upon a bet to see if he could obtain any liquor, found it utterly im- 
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possible in the whole county to secure liquor ; but finally he went to a doctor, and under 
some pretext, got a prescription and went to a druggist and got a bottle of liquor. 
Would that man’s experience agree with what you saw !—That might be his experience, 
but it is different from mine. 


By Myr, Clarke : 


3355a. You think you would not have to travel over the whole county to find 
liquor /—No, it was very easy to get liquor in Halton. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3356a. We have been told here to-day that the Act exercised a most beneficial 
effect upon the county, that the assessable value of the county was increased, that drunk- 
enness practically disappeared, and so on; but the Act was repealed for two reasons, 
that party politics crept in and that money was expended to procure repeal. What is 
your opinion in reference to that /—My opinion is that the Scott Act was defeated be- 
cause it was not carried out. 

3357a. You believe it was owing to its not being carried out and the drunkenness 
that prevailed, that people became dissatisfied and repealed the Act ’—Well, I will tell 
you, there were too many small boys taking to drink, from ten years old up. 

3358a. Where did they get the drink ?—They got it out of these shebeens. 

3359a. In what way would they carry it ?—In flasks or bottles. I remember one 
instance, the little boy of Mr. Brothers, the Inspector, about twelve years of age. He 
and five other boys got liquor and took it over to Mullin’s bush. They drank up all the 
liquor they had, and young Brothers was so drunk that they covered him over with 
leaves beside a log and left him for dead; and when the men went to get him he was 
under the influence of liquor. When people began to see the Scott Act in that light, 
they changed their opinion. 

3360a. That is the state of things that, you believe, led to the repeal of the Act /— 
That was my opinion. 

3361la. It has been some years now since that Act was repealed and a license law 
substituted. What is the present state of things in that county !—So far as Milton is 
concerned, the license law is carried out well. 

3362a. Is the present state of things more satisfactory than the state of affairs 
under the Scott Act !—It is, in my opinion. 

3363a. Is there more or less drunkenness in the county ’—I have only made one 
arrest for drunkenness in two years. I think there is less drunkenness now : there are 
less convictions. 

3364a. As Chief Constable of Milton, when you find a man under the influence of 
liquor, but going quietly home, do you arrest him!—Not unless he is disorderly on the 
streets. 

3365a. Do you see or learn of any drunkenness among boys now /—There is a little, 
but very little. 

3366a. To what do you attribute that ?—I attribute that to their getting liquor. 

3367a. Where do they get the liquor !—They get some one to get it for them. 

3368a. Have you endeavoured to trace out those cases!—We have, and we have 
stopped it. 

3369a. Did you actually satisfy yourself that older people bought the liquor!—Yes, 
and I went to the hotel myself and had it stopped. That is one reason why I think that 
the license law is a good thing, because we can stop it, but under a prohibition law, we 
could not. 

3370a. Under the Scott Act was there any sale of liquor on Sunday’—There was. 

3371a. How are the provisions of the license law observed as to Sundays and other 
prohibited hours ?—TI think they are very well observed. 

3372a. Speaking from your own experience of the two Acts in the County of Halton, 
which do you think is preferable in the interest of temperance !—I believe the license 
law is. 
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3373a. Do you yourself advocate the passing of a prohibitory measure for the whole 
country, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale?—No, for I believe the 
license law is the best. 

3374a. Is it because you are opposed to a prohibition measure on principle, or is it 
because you do not think it could be enforced ?—I think it could not be enforced, that 
is my opinion. 

3375a. In case such a law were enacted prohibiting the manufacture, importation 
and sale, would you deem it right that remuneration should be made to brewers and 
distillers for plant and machinery rendered useless !—I do. 


by kev. Dr. McLeod : 


3376-7a. We were told this morning by a witness that you had stated to him that on 
market days in Milton there was a considerable trade in liquor carried on by certain 
persons who carried it round in belts, or who were loaded with liquors in some way, and 
that consequently there was a wretched state of affairs generally. What have you to 
say about that ?—-Well, it was not carried in belts, it was carried in pockets. 

3378a. How much could a man carry in his pocket, a demijohn ?—If a man is pre- 
pared to sell liquor on the street, he could carry half a dozen bottles. 

3379a. Do you know of any person who carried half a dozen flasks about, and a 
glass, somewhere upon their person, peddling liquor /—I would not say as to the number 
of bottles, but I have seen them. 

3380a. What did you do as Chief Constable /—I had nothing at all to do with it, 
because I did not see them selling. 

3381la. How many men did you see with half a dozen flasks on their person ?—I 
could not answer that. 

3382a. How many men did you see with one flask each in their pockets ?—I could 
not answer that. 

3383a. Did you see two !—Yes. 

3384a. Did you see three 7—Yes. 

3385a. Did you see six ?—Yes, and more. It was a common occurrence every 
Saturday night. 

3386a. I mean on market days /—We have no market day there. 

3387a. We were told you had something like a market day on Saturdays ?—We 
have no market day. 

3388a, And that market day was a feature of Milton ?—Not without a fair. They 
have no market day there. 

3389a. It is a market day whenever people go into town to sell their stuff, whether 
it is Saturday or Monday ?—It does not make any difference. Whenever they can make 
a sale, they come in. 

3390a. Then how many men did you see in one day with three or more flasks in 
their pockets, carrying them about for the purpose of sale !—I remember one Saturday 
evening, in particular I was out until two o’clock and I saw four. 

3391la. Did you see four on any other day 7—I never made it a point to find out 
whether there were more or less ; but I remember that Saturday night in particular. 
There was quite a number of people on the streets a little the worse for liquor, and I had 
an idea who was selling these parties liquor. I went and spoke to him and said: Now, 
you must stop this, because if you do not, I willinform upon you myself ; and he stopped 
it. 

3392a. At two o’clock in the morning, they stopped selling ?—No, I saw them 
between eleven o’clock and twelve o’clock. I stopped up on purpose to see that they 
did not go any further. 

3393a. Did you, on any other occasion, see four men peddling it out of flasks ?— 
No. 

3394a. How many times can you recollect seeing this go on ?—I cannot recollect ; 
any number of times. It was a common occurrence. 

3395a. Can you recollect half a dozen times?—That is the only night that I recollect 
particularly, because I made it a point that night to stop these parties. 
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3396a. There may have been some nights and other days, but you cannot say ?—I 
know there were other times when I saw liquor in their pockets and searched them. 

3397a. How many times ?—I remember that one night, because there was quite a 
number in the streets the worse of liquor. But it was not my place to interfere with 
them. Mr. Brothers was appointed to do that himself, and I was only appointed by the 
town to act as Chief Constable for the town. Mr. Brothers was engaged by the Temper- 
ance Alliance, and paid by them so much a night. It was his place to stay on the 
streets and look after this, and not mine. 

3398a. He was paid by the temperance people ?—I suppose so. He may have been 
paid by the Government. 

3399a. He was Government Inspector /—Yes. 

3400a. What is your duty as Chief Constable ?—To look after the by-laws and see 
that they are carried out. 

340la. Was it a part of your duty, if you saw a man violating the liquor law, to 
look after him !/—There was another man appointed for that. 

3402a. And you had nothing to do with that ?—Nothing at all. I was appointed 
by the Town Council to look after the affairs of the town and carry out their by-laws. 

3403a. But you had nothing to do with the Scott Act?—No, that is not what I 
was engaged for. 

3404a. I understood you to say that there were three licensed places prior to the 
Scott Act, and after that came into force there were four places where liquor was sold ?— 
Y 6s. 

3405a. Were they selling openly !—No, the sale was concealed. 

3406a. There was one woman who sold ’—Yes., 

3407a. Did she do anything else !—She might have done a little serubbing or wash- 
ing. 

3408a. Did she sell any before the Scott Act 7—No. 

3409a. Did she do an extensive business under the Scott Act ?—She did. 

3410a. How large a business !—She bought a property out of it. I was told so by 
her husband. 

341la. Does she carry on the trade now!—No. After the Scott Act was repealed, 
she gave it up. 

3412a. Could she not get a license ?—I do not think so, because a hotel must have 
so much accommodation to get a license. ; 

3413a. Do you think that Mr. Young, the Police Magistrate for the county, and 
Rev. Mr. Brethour, were pretty well acquainted with the actual circumstances in the 
County of Halton during those years !—I suppose they have an idea of the working of 
the Scott Act. 

3414a. Are they men of standing in the community !—They are both respectable 
men. 

3415a. Men of repute, reliable men ?—Yes. 

3416a. Would you accept their statement on a question as correct /—In reference 
to carrying out the Scott Act, I think Mr. Young is a little wrong. 

3417a. What about the reverend gentleman I speak of 1—I do not speak about the 
reverend gentleman at all. 

3418a. Would he not have an accurate idea of the condition of affairs ?—If Mr. 
Brethour had put himself in a position to go around the streets of Milton every Satur- 
day evening, he could have found out how the Scott Act worked. There came a Pres- 
byterian minister to Milton before the repeal of the Scott Act, and he went around to 
see how it worked, and he got liquor to drink in different places, right from the bar. 

3419a. He tested the matter /—He tested the matter himself. 

3420a. And if Mr. Brethour had put himself in shape to go around on Saturday 
night or any other night, in disguise, he could have found out ?—I do not think he could 
go to any of these places and get liquor, because they knew who he was ; he would pro- 
bably inform upon them. 

3421a. He could go to any of the licensed places and get liquor now with out being 
disguised /—-Yes. 
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3422a. So there would be one man, at any rate, who could not get liquor under the 
Scott Act ?—I said to Mr. Brethour once, ‘‘ You disguise yourself and go around, and 
you will be able to tell the workings of the Scott Act.” 

3423a. There was one man at least who would have to disguise himself in order to 
get liquor under the Scott Act?—Yes. They would not give him liquor because he 
would prove a traitor to them. 

3424a. And the same with respect to Mr. Young ?—I suppose he would. You know 
that when a man is selling liquor that way, he is not going to sell to every one. 

3425a. Do we understand you to say that those who sold under the Scott Act 
would sell only to those who would not give them away when they were put on the 
stand !—I believe myself there was a great deal of false swearing done under the Scott 
Act. Imay be wrong in my statement. 

3426a. And the people who sold under the Scott Act would not sell to any except 
those whom they believed would swear them through ?—I believe that myself. I donot 
mean to say that I am correct in that statement, because respectable people would not 
go into-those places for liquor as they go into licensed places. 

3427a. Then the Scott Act prohibited the respectable people from buying liquor ? 
—-Ina dive. They might get their liquor wholesale and take it to their homes. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


3428. Who did ?—Those respectable people who would not get it in dives. I am 
speaking of Milton. 


By Rew. Dr. McLeod : 


3429a. In Milton respectable people were prohibited from buying liquor because 
they would not buy it in dives ?—They could buy it outside the town. 

3430a. But they could not buy it there !—They would not go into those places to 
buy it. They would not lower themselves that low. 

3431la. Now, in a general way, would you put your statement against that of Mr. 
Young and Mr. Brethour !—Yes, I will put my statement against theirs and back it up. 
If I knew I was to give evidence here to-day, I would have given you a statement. 

3432a. Was there a good deal more drunkenness under the Scott Act than there 
is now under the license law ’—Convictions will show that there was. 

3433a. I saw the number of convictions this morning, and there was not half so 
many under the Scott Act as there are under the present license law. In 1887, there 
were five arrests for drunkenness in Halton ; in 1886, thirteen were committed to the 
county jails for drunkenness. What have you to say about that ?—That might have 
been the case, I suppose it is the case. 

3434a. Do you still think there was a good deal more drunkenness under the Scott 
Act then there was previously under the License Act !—That is my opinion. 

3435a. And more drunkenness than there has been since ?—Yes. 

3436a. You say boys could buy under the Scott Act; can boys buy now ?—The 
hotel-keepers have stopped selling to boys since. 

3437a. But you could not make the other stop /—No, because they ordered me out. 
They said they had control of it. Besides, it was Mr. Brothers’s business. 

3438a. I think you said the license law promotes temperance more than the Scott 
Act ?—I think so. 

3439a. Are you particularly interested in promoting temperance !—I like to see 
everybody temperate. 

3440a. That is why you favour a license law 1—Yes, because it regulates the liquor 
traffic. We have respectable houses selling liquor now, which we had not under the 
Scott Act. 

By Mr. Clarke : . » 

3441a. You are speaking largely about the condition of affairs in the town of 
Milton !—Yes, I am speaking of Milton wholly, I know all about it. 

3442a. You had to do with the maintenance of law and order in the town ?—Yes. 
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3443a. You were the person who had to suppress disorders and arrest drunken 
persons !—I had to carry out the by-laws of the town. 

3444a. That was part of your duty, to suppress disorder and arrest drunk and dis- 
orderly persons !—Yes. 

3445a. Then from the position you occupy, you are well able to give a statement 
regarding the condition of affairs in Milton during those six years the ‘Scott Act was in 
force 1—I think so. 

3446a. Were does Mr. Young reside ?—In Oakville, 16 or 17 miles from Milton. 

3447a. Would he be as familiar with the condition of affairs in Milton as you were ? 
—No, he could not be. He is a very respectable gentleman, of course, but he would not 
be able to give evidence of the condition of affairs in Milton as well as myself. 

3448-9a. Where does Mr. Brethour live '—He lived in Milton three years ago. 

3450a. I think you said you made only one arrest for drunkenness in two years ?— 
I think that is so, under the license law. 

3451a. When was the Scott Act repealed !—I think it was about four years ago. 

3452a, How many arrests have you made for drunkenness and disorderly conduct 
during the four years since the Act was repealed /—Only four. 

34530. How many for drunkenness and disorderly conduct for any one year under 
the Scott Act /—I do not remember. 

3454a. Did you arrest one a year !—Yes. 

3455a. Twot—_Yes. 

3456a. Three !—More than in the whole four years since the Act was repealed, I 
think, but I would not say positively. 

3457a. Did you do your duty as efficiently during the Scott Act period as you have 
done it since ?—I did. 

3458a. Have you relaxed your efforts in suppressing drunkenness and disorderly 
conduct since the Scott Act was repealed!—I have done my duty to the best of my 
ability. 

34590, And still you state that there was a great deal more drunkenness and 
disorderly conduct during the Scott Act period than before or since !—That is my opinion. 

3460a. Is it a fact —I think it is a fact, because under the Scott Act I was taken 
out of my bed many nights at ten or twelve o'clock to go and make order in the shebeens. 

3461a. Was there evidence of increased prosperity in Milton during the Scott Act 
period ?—I could not say as to that. 

3462a. Has business fallen away in Milton since the Act was repealed !—I think 
it has not. 

3463a. Would you know if it had?’—Yes. My trade has increased. 

3464a. What is your trade /—I am in the coal business. 

3465a. Have you any interest in the liquor trade !—None whatever. 

3466a. How long have you resided in the County of Halton?—A bout forty-two years. 

3467a. Was there any special reason why the assessment value of the County of 
Halton should have increased during the Scott Act period ! Was there any cause which 
led to increased value being given to the land ?—I suppose to pay officers’ fees, 

3468a. ‘What officers’ fees 1—Such as Mr. Young, Mr. Brothers, myself and other 
officers, to carry out the Act. 

3469a. Were there more officers required during the Scott Act period than before 
or since, to maintain order ?—There was a great deal more work to do. I was around 
four days in the week, between keeping the town in order and aiding Mr. Brothers. 

3470a. Were you paid for aiding Mr. Brothers !—Yes, I got fees. 

3471a. Has the assessment of the county fallen off since the Scott Act was repealed 4 
I could not say, because I am not posted. 

3472a. But you are posted sufficiently to say that one of the reasons for the increased 
assessment was to pay the increased cost of the officials !—That is my opinion, because 
there were many fees to be paid us. 

3473a. You made some statement with regard to the way that respectable people 
procur ed their liquor during the Scott Act per od How do you know they procured it 
in larger quantities than they would under license ?—I came to Hamilton very often, 
and some of my friends used to commission me to bring out a couple of bottles for them. 

21—13*** 
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3474a. Does that custom prevail now ?—No, it does not. 

3475a. Did it prevail before the Scott Act ?—I think not. 

3476a. Do you mean that people who could not procure liquor legally when the 
Scott Act was in force, used to send to Hamilton and other places to buy it, and carry 
it to their homes ?—Yes. 

34770. Did the custom of bringing liquor into their homes produce a good effect in 
the county ?—It is not very nice for your family to have it in the house. 

3478a. Have you any knowledge as to whether these people who commissioned 
you from time to time to have liquor expressed out to them, kept liquor in their homes 
before the Scott Act period ?—I think not, because they have not kept any since. 

3479a. Have you any breweries in that county !—We had one within seven miles 
of Milton, Brown Bros. 

3480a. Are there any other breweries in that county ?—I think there was one in 
Georgetown on a small scale. 

3481a. I suppose you do not know anything about their trade !—-No. 


Bp Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


34820. It was stated here to-day that you had made a statement to a newspaper 
. man about the condition of affairs under the Scott Act ; and that afterwards when you 
were before the Police Magistrate as a witness in some Scott Act case, the question was 
put to you when you were under oath, about that same matter, and you said in answer 
that you did not know where to find these illicit places /—You are mistaken there. 

3483a. That is what a witness told us to-day ?—I stated that the hotels did not 
sel] it. 

34840. What case was that in which you were a witness ?—It was a case against 
Mr. John Wallace. I was summoned as a witness. 

3485a. Then you were summoned as a witness because you were believed to be a 
party to the violation of the law? Is that it +—No, that is wrong. 

3486a. Why were you summoned as a witness ?—I suppose they wanted to see if 
any of these hotels in Milton sold liquor. I suppose that was the idea, I was told so 
afterwards by Mr. Brothers himself. , 

3487. You only arrested one person for drunkenness in two years ?—I think that 
is right. 

3488a. Do you think that only one person has been drunk in Milton during two 
years !—Oh, well, to come down toa nice point, there were lots of men in the Scott Act 
period who were under the influence of liquor but who were not arrested because they 
could walk home all right ; and it has been the same since. 

3489a. You have only found one person in two years who was in a condition that 
made it necessary to arrest him ?—There may have been two or three, but I think there 
was only one. But you can get a statement from the Crown Attorney in Milton. 

3490a. Were you in favour of the adoption of the Scott Act ?—I was at first. 

3491a. And you became opposed to it ’—I did when I saw the working of it, for it 
gave me a great deal of labour, more than I ever had under a license law. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
3492a. Were there any complaints made against you to the Town Council ?—No. 


Stinson BRADLEY. 
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T. W. CASEY, of London, journalist, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


3493a. Where do you reside /—In London, just now, but my home is in Napanee. 
Last year I was here in Hamilton on a little commission for one of the London papers. 
At the present time I ama journalist. 

3494a. What paper in London are you connected with ?—The Advertiser. 

3495a. Your home, you say, is in Napanee, and that was your headquarters for a 
long time ?—Yes. 

3496a. Have you taken an interest in temperance work ?—Yes, for the last forty 
years. 

3497a. Have you been actively engaged in it !—Yes. I have been editor of a tem- 
perance paper for twenty years, and Grand Secretary of the Good Templars for about that 
time. For a number of years I was a Provincial officer in connection with the license 
department, and for some years have been a License Commissioner. 

3498a. What were your duties as a government officer !—Very simple. I was 
doing the duties that are now done by the Provincial Inspector. 

3499a. Is it the duty that Mr. Manning did some years ago /—Yes. 

3500a. You were a sort of Inspector of Inspectors ?—Yes, from Hamilton eastward. 

3501a. During that time were there under your jurisdiction some counties in which 
the Scott Act was in force ?—I had not jurisdiction of the Scott Act counties. That 
occurred during Mr. Manning’s time, he was specially detailed for that. 

3502a. In Scott Actcounties there were a number of Commissioners and an Inspector, 
who gave druggists’ licenses and looked after the enforcement of the laws /—So far as 
supervision was concerned, Mr. Manning was appointed at once, and for sometime he 
had the oversight of counties that still retained the license law. Still, I was through 
Scott Act counties constantly. 

3503a. Taking the counties as a whole, how did you find the provisions of the law 
carried out ?—There was a great difference, in some counties very well, and in some 
again very loosely. 

3504a. Did it depend upon the efforts of the officers !—Very largely. 

3505a. Some officers were more efficient than others !—Very much so. 

3506a. And some Boards of Commissioners were more favourable to the enforce- 
ment of the law than others /—Yes. 

3507a. And the enforcement varied according to that state of things?—Yes. In 
some counties the enforcement was very loose indeed ; in others again, all that could 
reasonably be expected. 

3508a. Have you had yourself any experience of the working of a prohibitory law ? 
—I have been once or twice in Maine, and once or twice in Iowa, for a few weeks as a 
visitor. 

3509a. And in Canada ?—So far as both the Dunkin Act and the Scott Act are 
concerned, I had considerable to do with them in the county in which I resided, Lennox 
and Addington. I was a Commissioner at the time. 

3510a. Did you promote the passage of those Acts ?—Both Acts. 

3511a. Had you reason to be satisfied with the manner in which they were carried 
out /—_No. 

3512a. Which did you find the more efficient —The Scott Act, decidedly. 

3513a. Now, will you kindly staté the difficulties ’—Under the Dunkin Act, per- 
sons were allowed to sell by wholesale, that is, by five gallons, or by the dozen bottles, 
anywhere they could get a license for that purpose ; and the result was that there was 
scarcely a locality where the Dunkin Act was in force, where it was not easy to get 
large supplies of five gallons or a dozen bottles. My experience was that after a short 
time a great many got into the habit of clubbing together and getting a dozen bottles, 
and others taking five gallons home with them. Then it was a very easy matter, too, 
for a small dealer to lay in his stock. That, and the matter of appeals under the Dun- 
kin Act were a source of much difficulty. There was no end of appeals. You had to 
prove an actual sale, and the law in reference to the right of search was very indefinite. 
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Then there could be un appeal from every conviction up to one or other of the courts, 
and the case tried again on its merits. There seemed to be an almost endless difficulty 
in getting convictions. 

3514a. Had you anything to do in the framing of the Scott Act /—I had. 

3515a. In doing that, did you take care to see that those difficulties were avoided ? 
—As far as possible. 

3516a. Did you find that the Scott Act was what you might call more workable ? 
—Yes. One very decided advantage we felt in connection with the Scott Act was, in 
the first place, that there was no right of appeal from a Police Magistrate or from the 
local Magistrates. In the next place there was a better right of search ; and then the 
wholesale license was done away with. All these things were very decidedly in our 
favour. 

3517a. What difficulties did you find in practically carrying out the Scott Act? 
—In many localities one difficulty was in connection with the officers themselves ; in 
other localities there was difficulty from the fact that perhaps on either side of a 
Scott Act county supplies could be easily obtained. Then there was the difficulty, the 
first year or two, of a whole lot of technicalities. One of the most serious difficulties in 
my experience, in the first year, was that there were no funds after a short time to carry 
on the work of prosecutions. The Scott Act itself, as you are aware, omitted to make 
any provision as to what should be done with the fines. The Dunkin Act had previously 
provided that where a Provincial officer got the fines, they should be handed over to the 
Provincial Treasurer. The Scott Act made no provision of that kind at all. It was a 
serious omission. 

3518a. We understand that there was an Order in Council granting these fines to 
the prosecuting officers /—It came to this, that in Halton County and one or two others 
that were the first to adopt the Act, the Provincial Government ordered the Inspector 
to go on and enforce that Act as he had enforced the License Act. Then the difficulty 
came up for the first time that, so far as I could see, nobody was aware of before, that 
there was no provision as to what should be done with the fines. Then an amendment was 
passed the next year by the Dominion Parliament that all fines unprovided for should be 
deposited in a bank and left there. This amendment was passed in the winter, and it was 
not until the next October that an Order in Council was passed. In the meantime there 
was quite a number of counties where a considerable number of fines were collected, they 
were put in the bank and nobody could touch them ; and in several of these counties 
the Inspector could not get at the funds for doing anything. In North Renfrew, at 
Pembroke, as a matter of fact, there were in the first year $1,200 of fines deposited in 
the bank, and the Inspector had not one cent with which to go ahead with prosecutions, 
pay witnesses, and all that kind of thing. That was one of the first and most serious 
difficulties that we met with—that, and the fact that a large number of County Councils 
refused to make any provision for their share of the expense. 

3519a. At one time, did not the informer get half the penalty?’—No, that never 
occurred, 

3520a. I may state to you that in the county from which we came here last, they 
told us that there the informer used to get half the penalty?—That is no part of the 
Act. 

3521a. And they constituted themselves informers, I mean the friends of the Act, 
and in that way, by getting half of every penalty, they had a fund at their control to 
work with /—There is no provision in the Scott Act to that effect. 

3522a. I may say in this connection that the judge of Victoria County told me 
that if they could have had one-half of the fines in that county, they would have con- 
stituted a Scott Act Association !—The Act went into force on the first of May, and 
from the first of May to the first of October, there was no provision at all for the dis- 
posal of fines. After the first of October came an Order in Council was passed, ordering 
that the fines should be paid over to the County Treasurer. 

3523a. For the purposes of the Act?—So far as a large number of the County 
Treasurers were concerned, there had to be special legislation. Of course the Provincial 
Legislature had authority over County Councils, but during the whole of the first year 
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that financial difficulty was one of the most serious of all difficulties, and my decided 
impression is that it was what broke up the success of the Act. 

3524a. Lack of money to enforce it ?—Yes. 

3525a. How do you account for the County Councils not using the money when it 
was given them for that purpose !—I do not know how to account for it. As a matter 
of fact, the Municipal Councils in the whole country to-day do not represent the temper- 
ance element. The Municipal Councils, and the County Councils, and the City Councils, 
throughout the country, are nearly all anti-temperance. 

3526a. In those counties where a vote has been taken, showing a large preponder- 
ance of sentiment in favour of the Scott Act, how do you account for the fact that men 
do get into power in those counties, who are opposed to the Act !—I do not think that 
temperance men carry their principles very much into municipal elections. 

3527a. They satisfy themselves with a vote in favour of the Scott Act, as a matter 
of principle, and go no further with it ?—One of the worst mistakes was that, as a mat- 
ter of fact, less than one-third of the County Councils made any provision. There was a 
power previously which the Government supposed at the time would apply to the Scott 
Act; there was a law passed while the Dunkin Act was in force, that any Council, 
where a temperance by-law was in force, should be required to provide two-thirds of the 
expense of enforcing that by-law, and the Provincial Government would provide one- 
third of the expense. Well, when the Scott Act came into force, the Provincial Treas- 
urer brought down his estimates, and there was an estimate of $10,000 to assist in the 
enforcement of the Scott Act in the different counties. It was thought that would be 
sufficient to meet one-third the expense, that with the fines, and the licenses to drug- 
gists, and the like of that. But about that time the fines, by Dominion legislation, 
were taken out of their hands, the McCarthy Act took the druggists’ licenses out of 
their hands for a time, and two-thirds of the County Councils refused to vote anything 
until they were compelled to do so. 

3528a, They were compelled to do so under the Provincial Act?—There had to be 
special legislation. It turned out that one of the sharp lawyers gave advice to the 
County Council of Grey that the Scott Act was not a temperance by-law, and that, con- 
sequently, according to previous legislation under the Dunkin Act, County Councils could 
not be compelled to act. I had considerable to do with the License Department at that 
time, and we felt that, under the circumstances, about one-third of the counties having 
made provision already, that it was just as well to let the matter rest. They saw them- 
selves that the law was defective, but nothing was said about it. I think our Provincial 
Government was blamed on that ground more than they deserved. Nothing was said 
about it, because, if one-third of the counties who had made provision were to find out 
that they were not responsible, they might seek to reverse their action. That went on 
for a whole year, until the next year when there was Provincial legislation enacted 
covering that matter. The first year of the enforcement of the Act, the want of funds 
was a serious obstacle. The $10,000 I spoke of, when it came to be divided among the 
counties, after paying Inspectors’ salaries and all other expenses, in some places was run 
out in three months, and there was nothing else to fall back upon. In the County of 
North Renfrew that was particularly the case. The county in which I live was much 
in the same situation. In that county, I remember, there were $1,200 in the bank, and 
for some months the Inspector had not anything to carry out prosecutions. As a matter 
of fact, after the long series of difficulties I speak of, after the McCarthy Act was declared 
ultra vires, and after they had made the counties pay their share, they got at the 
funds. 

3529a, How do you account for the fact that such large sums of money were lying 
in the treasury that were not used !—For this reason, that in a large number of counties 
my experience used to be that the Town Councillors were decidedly against the enforce- 
ment of the law, and they would not pay anything if they could help themselves. 

3530a. It now goes into the general fund. Do you think that is the case in many 
counties ?—Yes. I think IT have somewhere among my papers some facts bearing on this 

oint. 

3531la. We have found that, in the United Counties of Leeds and Grenville, private 
individuals paid $300 to enforce the Act before the County Council got the funds, and 
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afterwards this money was returned to them. Do you know whether they adopted that 
system in other counties /—In a few. In some others they made a formal application, 
and sent a deputation to the Government asking them to give at least half of the fines 
to the informer, and agreeing, if the Government would do that, they would make up 
the baiance themselves. 

3532a. Do you favour the enactment of a general prohibitory law for the whole 
Dominion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale /—Yes, I do very much. 
I believe that such a law would be effectual, and I do not think anything short of it 
would be. 

3533«. How about a Provincial law !—I would be sorry to see it, I prefer a law for 
the whole Dominion. Ido not think a Provincial law would cover manufacture and 
importation, and unless that is done, prohibition would not be effective. I think tem- 
perance people do not sufficiently realize how necessary that is, for if we were to prohibit 
the manufacture and importation, which can be very easily done, we cut off the supply ; 
it would be a very difficult matter indeed for sellers to get their supply. 

3534a. Some people think that with our long extended border between this country 
and the United States, and its easy water communication, liquor could be smuggled in ? 
—There would be a great deal of smuggling. It issmuggled over now, and there might 
be small quantities brought in here and there, but it would not amount to very much. 

3535a. To what authority would you commit the enforcement of that law !—After 
the experience we have had with the Scott Act, I should think that whatever authority 
enacts the law, ought to enforce it. If the Provincial Government could have amended 
that law, we would very soon have been able to enforce it. 

3536a. Would you admit the making or importation of liquor for mechanical pur- 


poses !/—Well, I would not object to it. I think it would be better if it was not done, | 


but still, perhaps public feeling would be in favour of it. 

3537a. In such a case would you have those liquors manufactured in the country 
or imported ’—They might be manufactured in the country. 

3538a. By the authorities or by private enterprise ?—The same as methylated spirits 
are manufactured now. They are manufactured in a few places now, and then handed 
over to the Government, who dispose of them. 

3539a. What amendments are required to the Scott Act to make it workable !/—I 
think as it is now it is pretty efficient. 

3540a. But it was not made so until its day was passed !—I think it is in force in 
some of the counties of the Lower Provinces. 

3541a. You said that if the Provincial Government could have had an opportunity 
of legislating, it would have made it efficient. Would you state what is wanting in it ? 
—From the opportunity I had at the time of knowing the inner history of the License 
Department, my impression is that if the Provincial Government had had the amend- 
ment of that Act from the beginning, it could have made a few amendments, just half a 
dozen lines, that would have supplied what was lacking. 

3542a, What were those needed amendments !—One of them is in reference to that 
matter of fines. If they could have inserted a clause such as was in the old Dunkin 
Act, that whenever the Provincial officers made prosecutions, the fines should be handed 
over to the Provincial Treasurer, that would have been a very important thing. There 
was another difficulty which I did not speak of, but which turned out quite seriously : 
The Scott Act says that where a county Police Magistrate makes convictions, they are 
not appealable. Well, the Ontario Government before that time had appointed a nuin- 
ber of Magistrates in Upper Canada. One of the judges, I think Judge Armour, finally 
decided that they did not come within the scope of the Scott Act at all, that a county 
Police Magistrate must be a Magistrate appointed for the whole county. The Ontario 
Government had to wait until the next session to make some changes—they had to 
change the whole machinery to make it fit that particular clause ; whereas, if, on the 
other hand, they could have changed that clause by inserting a line, it would have been 
workable at once. 


3543a. It was eventually done ?—It was eventually done. 
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3544a. Now, you think the law has the machinery that is necessary !—So far as I 
know, during the two last years that the Act was in force in most of the counties, it has 
become quite complete. 

3545a. How do you account for its repeal!—The people were very much disappointed 
in the first year. The first year the difficulties commenced, that I have spoken of just 
now. ‘Then for a part of the second year, a number of counties came under that diffi- 
culty that arose on the Judge’s decision about the county Magistrates ; and they had to 
wait. By that time the first counties had begun repealing, and the tide was running 
that way. In the Counties of Lennox and Addington the Act was enforced very well 
the last year, and very efficiently ; but it had been repealed in quite a number of neigh- 
bouring counties. Then, Hastings was on the one side, and it had not come under the 
Act ; Kingston was on the other side, and it had not come under the Act; and the peo- 
ple felt that under the circumstances, it was no use trying to keep up the Act. 

3546a. In Lennox and Addington the Act was carried by a majority of only 36, 
and repealed by a majority of 604. Now, where public opinion is so evenly divided as 
was shown in the first election would not that help to militate against the success of 
the Act ?—-I do not think that made much difference. A good deal more depended upon 
the way the Act was enforced, upon the faithfulness of the local Inspectors and Police 
Magistrates. 

3547a. Now, that the Act has become efficient, do you find any agitation in favour 
of putting it in force again in any of the counties !—No. I think the feeling nearly every- 
where now among the intelligent prohibitionists that I meet with, is that there is no use 
in anything short of a law that will strike at the manufacture and the importation as 
well as the sale. 

3548a. There is a law in force in the Province of Ontario which allows municipali- 
ties to pass prohibitory measures. Are many of them availing themselves of that law 
at present !—About 30 or 40. 

3549a. Is there any agitation going on !—Not much. 

3550a. So you think now the temperance people are looking for prohibition of the 
manufacture and importation as well as the sale!/—Yes. So far as I can understand the 
sentiment of the temperance people now, they think the time has passed for anything 
short of national prohibition. I may add, however, that the temperance people have 
always argued for a law prohibiting the importation and manutacture of liquors. 

3551a. You have made this matter a study for years, have you not !—I have been 
in close contact with it. 

3552a. Supposing that a national law was passed prohibiting the manufacture, impor- 
tation and sale ; and supposing that the Provinces, we will say, of Nova Scotia, New Bruns- 
wick, Ontario and Manitoba favoured that law, and the Provinces of Quebec and British 
Columbia were strongly against it, would you hope for an equally good enforcement in 
‘those two latter Provinces ?—Just as the tariff is enforced, on the just and unjust. 

3553a. So you think that the state of public sentiment in the community is not an 
important element in connection with the enforcement of the law ?—Not under our 
Canadian administration. In communities where the people elect all their executive 
officers, the sentiment in each locality has everything to do with it, and that is the weak 
point they have found in the States. There they elect their Magistrates and their prose- 
cutors, and everything else, and if there is a township where the sentiment is not strongly 
in favour of prohibition, they elect men not to enforce the law ; while at other places 
they elect men to enforce it. But if we had a law in Canada that was enforced the same 
as our tariff law is, for example, I do not think it would matter very much about the 
sentiment in particular localities, only in some localities law breakers might be screened 
a little more than others. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3554a. You lived in Hamilton at one time ?—Last year. 

3555a. You would probably be able to tell us something about the license law and 
its effect here. Do you know anything about the classes of houses to which licenses are 
granted, their accommodations or lack of accommodations 1—Yes, I think I know as mueh 
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as those who have not made a special study of it. I was editing a temperance paper 
here ; and previous to that time, as a Provincial officer, [ made an inspection of every 
licensed house in the city. That was some years ago, and those houses I knew all about. 

3556a. What did you find’—There are a large number of houses here, I should 
think one-half, that are not really hotels at all, they are drinking houses. 

3557a. Do they makeapretense of having the necessary accommodation !—Of course ; 
the law requires that they must stand an inspection, and they do stand that inspection, 
but they do not pretend to keep hotels. In the first place, there are over 90 licensed 
houses here, and there is not a legitimate hotel business for forty. This is not a city 
where there is a very large hotel business ; it is not a city where people are coming and 
going to a large extent as in some other places. JI remember, alittle over a year ago, 
when I was here, I had some curiosity about the matter, and for some weeks I went 
every day to a hotel to get my dinner. J went to more than twenty of the licensed 
hotels in different parts of the city, between twelve and one o’clock, where they did not 
pretend to furnish a dinner ; yet they had hotel licenses and had had for years. 

3558a. Do the Commissioners know about this, do you think ?—Yes, I told them. 
As a matter of fact, when I was Inspector here I met a man who has gone to his grave 
now, and he told me himself that he had a hotel license for about six years ; and he said 
that after he had it about four years, one day a man came along and asked him if he 
could get his dinner. The hotel-keeper went to his wife and said: “‘ Wife, we have got 
the first guest in the house we have ever had, let us get him the very best dinner we 
can.” He rather enjoyed the incident. They got him his dinner, and when he wanted 
to pay for it, the hotel-keeper said to him: ‘You are welcome to your dinner, you are 
the first guest I have had in four years.” I should say there are quite a number of 
hotels in this city in the same position, very centrally located, that do not pretend to 
furnish meals at all—unless they have changed recently. 

3559a. Now the Inspectors and the Commissioners must know these things: that 
these places are not really hotels but only pretend to be !—Certainly. 

3560a. Why is it that they wink at it? Is there any politics in it ?—I think that 
Hamilton has been looser in that respect than any other town or city I ever had any- 
thing to do with. But so far as unlicensed selling is concerned, I want to say this : 
that I never was in any other locality at all where the law was so well observed. 

3561la. Do you believe that a good many of the licensees are not qualified to receive 
a license under the law 1—If they all had hotel accommodations and were all able to pro- 
vide dinner and lodgment to-day, there are not enough travellers to go around to half 
of them. 

3562a. There is another question arising from our Ontario investigation which I 
will mention. The statement is made that a good many of the licenses are controlled 
by brewers and distillers? Do you know anything about that being the case in Hamil- 
ton !—I think that is the case here. I think that something near one-half of them are 
controlled by one firm. 

3563a. What reason have you to believe that /—Several cases have come up. One 
gentleman, a lawyer, here, whom I do not care to mention now, told me he had occasion 
one time, as a matter of business, to examine the Registry Office, and he found that one 
of the distillers here, he thought, had over forty licensed places that he was the real 
owner of. I noticed, last week, there was a house very near the City Hall that had a 
license, and the brewer closed it up and turned the man out and put somebody else in. 
And there is another house on one of the other streets, an old licensed house for many 
years. Once last summer I called the attention of the Chairman of the Board to the 
fact that every door on that house was locked except the bar-room door, quite a large 
house, too. It was explained to me a few days afterwards ; the house belonged to one 
of the brewers, and he had turned the man out, and a few days afterwards he put 
another man in. 

3564a. A man is turned out and another is putin. What about the transfer of 
the license? The Commissioners must know about that ?—I saw that there was quite 
a curious Police Court case here last week. One of these houses was in the hands of a 
bailiff for a few days, and the occupant went on selling ; and the previous license holder, 
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I suppose, wanting to get even with the new man, laid information that he was selling 
without a license. The case came before the Police Magistrate, and the Inspector said 
that the new man had got a sort of provisional permit in the meantime. 

3565a. Do you think that politics had anything to do with these things ?—JI am 
pretty sure of it. 

3566a. Why, and how !—Well, the two brewers who are leading men in this busi- 
ness, are very prominent supporters of the present Ontario Government. It seems to 
me that one reason why some men who have gota bad record in the Police Court, conti- 
nue to get a license, is that if they were cut off the officials would be striking at a more 
prominent friend behind them. I may be wrong about that, but that is the impression 
IT had. 

3567a. In prosecutions for violation of the law by the licensees, do you know whe- 
ther there have been many second or third offences /—I had occasion last year, about the 
time applications for licenses were made, to go over the police books for the three years 
previous, and I found that twelve or thirteen of those who had held licenses had been 
prosecuted and fined during that time ; but I found to my surprise that although there 
had been about thirty fines each year on the average, there was not a single person in 
the three years who had been charged with a third offence, or with even a second 
offence. 

3568a. Had some of them been charged a good many times for the first offence ?— 
One of them was up six times, one five times, and several more four times. 

3569a. And none of those licenses were revoked?—Not:one. You asked if I 
thought politics had anything to do withit. Last year there were six of that class who 
passed muster again, and I took the list and went to one or two men who are well 
known ward politicians, and got the political record of all but two of these six men, and 
I found they were all supporters of the Government. 

3570a. Do you think, then, that the political relations of these men had anything 
to do with their getting their license renewed ?—Putting this and that together, it 
would be suggestive. There were only two men whose record I did not get, but I got the 
others, and they were all government supporters. But I never made use of this infor- 
mation. 

3571a. We have heard about a race course near the city where liquor is sold freely 
without any license whatever?—I saw that. There was a large race here in June, I 
think, and I had the curiosity to go out myself and see how things were going. There 
was a very large bar 120 feet long, I took the dimensions of it, near the grand stand. 
There were 18 bar-tenders, and between the races they were pushed for all they were 
worth. There were wagon loads of liquor. 

3572a. Were there any officers around there !—Yes. 

3573a. What did they do ?—Well, some of them drank. But the people who were 
selling liquor were not disturbed at all. There was this bar under the grand stand, 
then there was another out in the field. Those races went on three days, and these 
bars were selling on every one of those days. But I may say that that place is not in 
the city. 

3574a. Was that illicit trade out there carried on by men who had a license in the 
city 7—Yes. There were two sets of races, each lasting three days, and each time there 
was a different man ran the bar—The first time the lessee of the bar paid $500 for the 
use of it. 

3575a. To whom ?—To the Jockey Club. 

3576a. Do you believe that it was political influence which restrained the officers 
‘from interfering ?—I do not know what was the reason, but we saw how it was. I 
have heard it stated that each time the tenants were strong supporters of the Govern- 
ment. 

3577a. Now, we have heard about a park here, where there is a wine and beer 
license. Do you know anything about that?—I was there twice during the summer 
and saw that the law was not carried out. There was a large gathering there on the 
24th May. The license only covers one place of sale, but I saw liquor sold in two or 
three places. Then on the 12th July there was another large gathering in the Park. I 
was there on that day and saw that other liquors besides wine and beer, were being 
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freely sold. There were bottles labelled whisky, and tumblers and everything else were 
on hand. I took with me a friend of mine who was present here to-day. I said to him: 
Now, I wish you to see for yourself how these bottles are labelled. When I first noti¢ed 
them, they were full, but before night they were empty, they had been sold out. 

3578a. So that under a wine and beer license they sold everything !—They sold 
everything. There are two Inspectors here, and neither one of them was on the ground 
strange to say, during the day. The police were there, but these people were not dis- 
turbed. 

3579a. We have heard it hinted by some witnesses that the authorities sometimes 
intimate to the Inspectors that they had better go easy with certain violators of the law? 
—TI think that to be the case frequently. I have had to do with Inspectors who have 
told me more than once that they would do their duty, but they were told by men that 
they supposed had a grip over them, that they had better keep quieter. . 

3580a. And they did keep quieter?!—Yes, sometimes ; but I want to say this on behalf _ 
of the Government, that whenever anything of that kind came to the notice of the 
department, the head of the department used to say to me: Say to those men not to 
mind what the Cabinet says. 

3581la. You spoke a little while ago about having some official connection with the 
the law ; what was it /—I was for a while a Provincial officer in connection with the 
law, and had charge of the duties that are being done by the Provincial Inspector now. 

3582a. Were: you Superintending Inspector 1—_Yes. 

3583a. Did you learn anything of the true inwardness of the administration 1— 
Well, I tried to get at the bottom of it as far as possible: That was some years ago. I 
want to say that so far as the administration is concerned, I have been a good deal in 
all parts of the province, and I think things are looser here in Hamilton than anywhere 
else that I know of. So far as selling w ‘thous license is concerned, Hamilton is wonder- 
fully free of it. I have made myself pretty familiar with the condition of affairs here, 
and I only know one place in the city that I could hear of, where I think liquor was 
sold without a license. But as regards the licensed houses, I think there are very few 
other places where things have been so loose. 

3584a. I suppose that, as in all other fields, the officials who get their appointment 
from a certain party, do not want to hurt their party !—It is an abuse of the present 
system of appointing Commissioners. The Commissioners are appointed each year by the 
Government, and the Government take their nominations from the local candidate of 
the party, and that local candidate, unless he is a marvellously better man than the 
ordinary run of politicians, names those friends of his who he thinks, perhaps, would do 
him the most good. That is a weak point in the present system. 

3585a. Have you given considerable attention to the statistics of the liquor traffic ? 
Yes, I think more than most people. 

3586a. I have noticed some gentleman of your name who frequently contributes 
statistical articles to the public press /—Yes, I am fond of statistics. 

3587a. Could you furnish us with some statistical information ?—I will be glad to 
do so when the Commission visits London. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3588a. I am requested to ask you whether you had ever stated to the Inspector 
here that the license law was better administered in Hamilton than in any other place 
in Ontario ?—TI never said that. I think I was sent here once to make an inspection 
and a report. I made a report to the Government, and I look upon that report as con- 
fidential. There was one statement in the report which I believe is correct, that I found less 
rowdyism, less lounging about the licensed houses here than in most other places, and 
that statement was quite freely quoted afterwards. It is a matter of fact that I stated 
in that report that there were twenty odd houses here, at that time, that had not the 
accommodation required by law. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
3589a. What was the date of that report ?—About five or six years ago. It is the 


only report I ever made from here. 
T. W. Casey. 
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3590a. Has there been any diminution in the number of licenses since that report 
was made ?—No, I think there has been rather an increase since that time. 

3591a. To what do you attribute the absence of illicit selling in Hamilton ?—The 
number of licenses here is larger in proportion to the population than in any other city 
in Ontario. 

3592a. Is it to the large number of licensed places that you attribute the freedom 
from illicit sale ’—The probability is that some of those, if they had not a license, might 
be selling without it. I do not know how that would be, but it struck me—I had been 
here before this, last year two or three times, in an official capacity—that the place is 
singularly free from all unlicensed selling, and singularly loose as regards licensed 
selling. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3593a. You have not been present until this afternoon /—No. 

3594a. There has been a great consensus of evidence here that there is very little 
illicit selling in Hamilton ?—I think that is perfectly correct. 

3595a. And that there is only one place selling illicitly, which they are trying to 
root up and are about to succeed ?—I think that place has been fined several times. 


GEORGE ROACH, of Hamilton, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


3596a. What is your occupation !—I have retired from business, and am not engaged 
in anything. 

3597a. You have been Mayor of the city, I believe ?—Yes, in 1875 and 1876. 

3598a. I understand you are a director of the Bank of Hamilton ?—I am. 

3599a. Have you had experience of the working of a prohibitory law !—In going 
through the country I have seen something of the Scott Act. 

3600a. In what counties /—A few years ago Mr. Turner and I went around among 
our agencies in the County of Halton,, We were at Orangeville, Port Elgin, and at 
Simcoe in the County of South Norfolk. The Scott Act was in force in all these places 
at that time, and liquor was sold openly at every place we visited ; no difficulty whatever 
in getting all the liquor we wanted. [In fact, parties there with whom we came in 
contact invited us to go to certain places, and we told them we understood the Scott 
Act was in force there, but they said: We make no account of that, it’s all right, come 
along. We found it to be true. 

3601la. As a citizen of Hamilton, how do you find the license law works ?—I think 
it is the best system we can have. 

3602a. How do you find the community for order and sobriety /—Hamilton is a 
very orderly city. 

3603a. Is there much complaint about persons breaking the law who are in the 
traftic !—No, there have been a few cases of keeping open rather late Saturday evenings, 
but they are very rare. . 

3604a. If you had to chose between the Scott Act and the license system, which 
would you prefer for your city /—The license law altogether. ; 

3605a. Do you think that the liquor traffic as carried out in this community, has 
any effect one way or another upon business interests /—I think it would be a very great 
detriment to Hamiltonif there was no license here. 

3606a. I mean apart from the business itself and what aman may make from it ; do 
you think that the liquor traftic affects any other business in the community either for 
good or bad ?—I think not. + 

3607a. Would you advocate the passing of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale ?—No, I do not think it could be 
carried out. 
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3608a. In case such a law were passed would you favour remuneration being made 
to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless !—Certainly, 
they should be remunerated for their loss. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


3609a. What business were you engaged in formerly /—I was on the Great Western 
for twenty years, connected with refreshment houses on that road. 
3610a. You were manager of the eating houses ?—Yes. 


3611a. I suppose there was a license for the sale of liquor in connection with them ? 
—Yes. 


JOHN MILNE, of Hamilton, manufacturer, on being duly sworn, deposed as fol- 
lows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


3612a. How long have you resided in Hamilton ?—I have been here thirty-nine 
years. 

3613a. What kind of manufacturing are you engaged in ?—Scales, hardware and 
saddlery. 

3614a. How many men do you employ ?—250. 

3615a. Are your employees of different nationalities /—Yes, I suppose we havesome 
of almost every class. 

3616a. How many moulders have you !—We keep about sixty moulders. 

3617a. How do you find the habits of these people as a class /—Fairly sober men, 
but not all. 

36180, Have you any rule that requires your men to be total abstainers /—No. 

3619a. You require them to be sober men, that is, men who are not drunkards 1— 
Tf a man does not attend to his duties we discharge him. 

3620a. You do not inquire into his habits in that respect, so long as he attends to 
his duties ?—No. 

3621a. Do you suffer any loss in your business from men who are not sober? For 
instance, we are told sometimes that not only a man may miss his own work, but that 
there are other men whose work depends upon his to a certain extent, and that his being 
absent, may put them out of work /—Sometimes we have to put up witha little difficulty 
from some men’s getting off, but it depends a good deal on the management. » We gener- 
ally contrive to replace one man by another. We do not depend on only one man ina 
particular line, but we arrange to have another man to replace him in case of sickness. 

3622a. Do many of your men do piece work /—Probably one-half of them do piece 
work. 

3623a. Have you any licensed places near your work /—Yes, we have one right 
across the street. 

3624a, Do you find that a source of difficulty ?—Well, we did not want it there, 
we protested strongly against it, but the Commissioners seemed bound to put it there, I 
do not know why. 

3625a. It is not a residential neighbourhood, I suppose ?—Yes, there are quite a 
lot of residences and churches. 

3626a, Near your works !—Yes, three churches and a school, within a block. 

3627a. Is it a place to which travellers resort much ?—No. 

3628a. Is it one of those places that are not required to have accommodations for 
travellers, one of the ten /—I believe it is required to have accommodations, but I do not 
know whether it has any. They do not keep any boarders ; it is very respectably kept. 
No license was ever granted to that place before. It was right across the road from our 
factory, and I protested against it. I went round and got the names of the majority of 

Grorcr Roacu, 
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the ratepayers in the ward toa protest which I presented to the Commissioners, and they 
did not grant the license at that time. I went away for a time, and when I returned I 
found the applicant had got up another petition. I went to the Commissioners and asked 
them to give me a chance to go around again and get up another protest. I asked the 
Chairman if it would be in order for me to put in another petition, and he said yes, and 
I got a majority of the ratepayers to sign the protest. When the Commissioners met, 
the Chairman said: ‘“ The license is already granted, you should have had your protest 
in three days before, and it is of no use now.” 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3629a. Did he tell you, when you asked him, that there was time for putting in a 
protest ’—He told me so himself. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3630a. We have understood, from one of the Inspectors, that the Commissioners can 
exercise their own discretion in granting a license, notwithstanding petitions against it ? 
—It seems that is the case, notwithstanding contrary petitions. 

363la. Did they give you any reason for exercising their judgment in that case 1— 
No. I said to the chairman: “It is avery strange thing that you put that tavern there, 
near those public schools and churches, and near our factory, where we have so many 
men.” He said: ‘ Well, the pressure was very heavy, and we had to do it.” 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3632a. I asked an ex-commissioner whether, if a petition signed by a majority of 
the people interested, were presented to the Board against a license being granted, he 
would refuse it, and he said he would. I asked him if there ever was such a case, and 
he said, never 1—I can state that there has been such a case, my own case. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3633a. Have you found difficulty in the fact of that tavern being near your works ? 
—Of course there always will be difficulties when there is a place of that description 
near a large factory. But the party keeping it keeps it very respectably. We do not 
have any trouble. If I were to make any complaints to him, he would try and meet 
them. I had nothing against the man, I did not know who was going to keep the 
tavern, but I was trying to keep it away from that neighbourhood. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 
3634a. Still, you would rather not have it there /—It is no advantage to us. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3635a. Do you advocate the passing of a prohibitory measure for the whole Domi- 
nion !—I do not. 

3636a. In case such a law were passed, would you favour remuneration to brewers 
and distillers for their loss of plant and machinery rendered useless’—I would, most 
decidedly. 

3637a. Do you find that, apart from such difficulties as you have spoken of, the 
provisions of the license law are well enforced in this city /—I think they are better 
enforced now than they were three years ago. 

3638a. We are told that the police force are at the disposal of the Inspectors to aid 
them in carrying out the law ?—I think, from my observation, that the law is very well 
carried out. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3639a. Have you changed your warehouse or store, in consequence of the existence 
of that saloon ?—No. 

3640a. Did you make another entrance !—We have built a new addition to our 
factory because the old addition was unfit for the business, but nob on account of that 
saloon, 
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3641la. But you have this feeling about the existence of the saloon there, that it 
may be a temptation to your men, and that it would be as well if you were rid of it ?— 
I certainly think that in all cases saloons should be kept away from large centres where 
labour is employed,.and as far as possible from schools and churches. Of course, this 
saloon is well kept, I do not say anything against it. The man is probably as good a 
man as could be got. They might have got worse, but it is just a chance. 


WILLIAM STROUD, of Hamilton. on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


3642a. How long have you resided in Hamilton ?—I have been living around here 
for sixteen years. 

3643a. What is your occupation?—TI am a dealer in hides and skins, and also lessee 
of the Dundurn Park, where I hold a license, 

3644a. What does your license cover !—Beer and light wines. It was granted for 
six months only. 

3645a. How long have you had it?—Ten or twelve years. It is only a license for 
the summer season. 

3646. Is this park a place of resort for the citizens of Hamilton?—Yes. Societies 
go there, and there are demonstrations of various kinds. 

3647a. Do you lease the park as well as hold the license /—Yes. 

3648. Then you can control admissions to the park /—Yes. 

3649a. What kind of light wines does your license cover ?—Native wines, clarets 
and wines of that kind. 

3650a. Do you live up to the terms of your license ?—I do. 

365la. You have observed it?—Yes. I heard the evidence of Mr. Casey, and he 
has perjured himself in what he stated about liquor being on the ground. 

3652a, It was stated by one of the Inspectors here yesterday that you only sold 
wine, and that you prevented other liquors being brought upon the ground ’?—Yes, to 
the best of my ability. Sometimes it is hard to do it. 

3653a. You cannot search people very well that go in?—No. 

3654a. I think he stated, too, that the police made visits there at different times?— 
There are plenty of police there all the time to help in carrying out the law. 

3655a. Do you endeavour to keep a quiet and orderly house ?—Yes. 

3656a. Do you find disorder prevailing /—No, sir. 

3657a. Is good order kept !—All the time, except on one or two occasions. 

3658a. Do you know anything about the working of the license law in the city?— 
Yes. 

3659a. How do you find it working ’—It is carried out well. I think the majority 
of people holding hotel licenses are living up to it. 

3660a. Have you had experience of a prohibitory law !—No, but in my business I 
have travelled through Brantford, Paris and Woodstock, and I found sometimes that I 
could hardly get a meal or a good bed. Where there used to be good hotels, they now 
have half temperance houses, and they sold more drink than during the time of licenses. 
You could not get a meal nor feed for your horse, but you could get liquor. 

366la. What class of liquor ?—Not fit to drink, the most of it. They would smuggle 
it in and adulterate it. 

36620. We have been told that in many of those places there was what you might 
call open sale. How was it in the places you visited?—It used to be just about that 
way in Brantford and Paris. They were under the Scott Act. 

36634. Have you travelled through them since /—Yes. 

3664a. Did you find any improvement in the hotels /—Yes. 

JoHN MILNE, 
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3665a. Are you able to get a meal now ?—Yes, they are all trying to see who can 
do the best for the travellers. 

3666a. From your experience of the hotels in the counties where the Scott Act was 
in force and those where it was not, which would you prefer, the Scott Act or a license 
system /—A license system, certainly. 

3667a. Have you any further statement you wish to make about your own place 
in answer to the statements made against it ?—I deny them all. Nothing was ever sold 
in that place but beer and wine. The first year before we had a license there, whenever 
there was a demonstration, the people used to fill a keg with liquor, and put it under a 
tree, and tap it and drink it. <A lot of them would club together for that purpose. 


. By Mr. Clarke : 


3668a. Are there any complaints made to the Commissioners against your place?— 
No, except this. Mr. Buchanan went up there once and made a statement to that effect 
before the Commissioners. 

3669a. Have there been any petitions presented to the Commissioners to deprive 
you of your license, or to refuse to renew it /—Not that I know of. 


By kev. Dr. McLeod: 


3670a. The statement was made by somebody that you were not going to apply for 
it again?—I do not know. My lease has expired, but I may renew it. 

3671la. Do you have a city license !— Yes. 

3672a. I mean do you have a licensed place in the eity ?—No. 

3673a. The park is inside the city limits, and you have a license for six months ?— 
Wes: 

3674a. Speaking about the qualities of liquors in Scott Act towns, how did you 
determine the quality ’—I tasted it myself. 

3675a. Do you think the hotels were not well kept when the Scott Act was in force? 
—I am certain of it. You could not get a meal, nor a place for a horse, nor a bag of 
oats, nor hay. 

3676a. You think that was on account of the Scott Act !—No other reason, 

3677a. You think the Scott Act was not enforced ?—Well it was enforced that 
much, that it just ruined all the hotel accommodation for travellers throughout the 
country. 

3678a. Yet they sold liquors, you said /—Yes, but they had to do it in a sneaking 
way. They did not compete with each other to accommodate the public. 

3679. Do you mean that they could not keep hotels because they could not sell 
liquor very freely !—It was not easy, they had to do it on the sneak ; it was not open. 

3680a. Do you mean to say that the hotel-keepers were not getting enough for the 
food they supplied to guests to pay them for the cost of the food? For instance, I go 
to a hotel and eat three meals a day and lodge there, and they charge me so much, and 
I pay them for what I eat, do I not ?—I do not know whether you do or not. 

368la. Having paid my bill for food and lodging, they have no right to charge me 
anything more. Does the hotel-keeper charge me for what I get, or does he expect me 
to pay for the drinks that I do not get ?—I do not know that. 

3682a. Yet you pretend to say that the hotel-keeper cannot feed people who do not 
drink, unless he makes a profit out of the people who do drink?—TI did not say that 
at all. 

3683a. You say that substantially. You pretend to say that the hotel-keepers did 
not keep good hotels. Do you mean to say that you could not get meals?—You could 
get meals in a half way, but you could not get food for your horses. 

3684. But you could get all the drink you wanted !—A certain kind of drink. 

3685a. Yet the hotel-keeper did not give you a good meal because he did not make 
profits enough out of the drink. You say that he cannot live except by selling drink. 
Do you mean to say that he makes a profit out of the people who drink to enable him to 
feed the people who do not drink ?—I suppose there is a certain amount of profit in both. 

36860. Have you been complained against for violations of your license ?—I do not 
know that I have been complained against by anybody except by a man named Buchanan, 
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a paid employee of the temperance society here, a man that has got to do that kind of 
talk and perjure himself to hold his salary. 

3687a. Do you mean to say that Mr. Buchanan perjures himself ?—When he says 
T sell anything else but beer and wine in Dundurn Park. 

3688a. Do you mean to say that Mr. Casey perjures himself !—I do, when he makes 
those statements. 

3689a. Do you know whether the Commissioners are proposing to withhold a license 
from you !—No, not on account of Buchanan’s charge. I do not know it. 

3690a. You are not sure whether you will renew your lease !—I am not. 


FREDERICK WALTER, License Inspector, recalled :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


369030. Mr. Casey has madea statement on oath here this afternoon respecting the 
state of affairs at Dundurn Park, saying that there were a number of places there in 
which liquor was sold, and that the Inspectors were conspicuous by their absence /—He 
has not stated the truth. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod; 


3691a. I asked him if any of the officers were about there, and he said: Yes, he 
guessed so. JI asked: What did they do? He said: Well, I guess some of them patron- 
ized the bar ?—On the 12th July, Mr. McKenzie and I went to the grounds. The 
Orangemen had published a pamphlet, in which they said there would be a number of 
bars in which beer and wine would be sold. On that account particularly Mr. McKenzie 
and I went to the Park that day, and searched every part of the ground, and we found 
only one bar at which any liquor was sold, and that was wine and beer. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3692a. You have heard the evidence given by Mr. Stroud !—Yes. 

3693a. He has told us that he sells beer and wine only ?—I believe that to be true. 

3694a. You confirm that !—Yes. I have never heard any complaint made against 
him in that respect. I have heard complaints in regard to his running more than one 
bar, and I spoke to Mr. Stroud about that. We went there on purpose to see if there 
was more than one bar running, and to see if there was anything else sold but beer and 
wine. We examined this place, and while we were walking around the ground we spoke 
to a number of the police about it, but we found only one bar. There are fifty well 
known citizens who can testify that we were there on that day. I am astonished to 
hear these gentlemen make that statement on oath. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


3695a. Are there any complaints made against Mr. Stroud before the Commis- 
sioners !—Not that I am aware. 

3696a. Have you heard any complaints made against him ?—Yes, by Mr. Buchanan, 
during a public meeting. Mr. Stroud entered a suit against Mr. Buchanan for defama- 
tion of character, but it was withdrawn on the request of the License Comimissioners. 

3697a. Why did they make that request /—They thought it was unnecessary, as it 
did not do him any damage. 

3698. Why should they interfere at all /—They thought it was not wise to claim 
any damages, because they did not believe the statement made. 

3699a. Did they believe they would be implicated in the charge, by reason of con- 
nivance at the violations of the law /—~No ; but because they had never had the state- 
ment made before them. 

WILLIAM STROUD. 
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ANTHONY COPP, of Hamilton, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows : 
By Judge McDonald : 


3700a. What is your occupation /—-I was formerly engaged in the foundry busi- 
ness, but I have retired from it, though still interested in it. 

3701la. Are you related to Mr. Copp who was examined this forenoon !—A brother. 

3702a. How long were you in the foundry business ?—Perhaps thirty-five or forty 

ears. 

: 3703a. During that time you employed a great many men ?—-.A great many men 
from first to last. 

3704a. Did you experience any difficulty from the drunkenness of any of those 
men ?—Great difficulty. 

3705a. Have you found an improvement in latter years in the better habits of these 
men ?/—TI cannot say that I have seen any improvement. 

3706a. Was there any place near your foundry where liquor was sold?!—Not very 
near, but still there were places where they could run in and out, near enough to be a 
detriment. 

3707a. Did you find that the earning power of the men was lessened from their 
drinking habits !—In many cases. 

3708a. Did you find that your business was at all prejudicially affected, say, from 
one man being drunk and others being prevented from working in consequence of their 
work depending upon him ?—Certainly. 

3709. How do you find the Kcense law administered in your city /—I have been 
away in Europe for some years, and do not know. 

3710a. Are you yourself favourable to national prohibition of the manufacture, im- 
portation and sale of intoxicating liquors ?/—Strongly. 

371la. Would you admit the making or importation of liquor for mechanical, sac- 
ramental and medicinal purposes !—I would. 

3712a. For these purposes would you permit persons to manufacture the liquor, or 
would you have it imported ’—Under Government manufacture, I would not object 
to it. 

3713a. You think it would be better in such a case to take it out of private hands? 
—If possible. Politics would interfere. Mind you, politics is a dreadful thing to in- 
terfere with preventing a proper carrying out of the law. We feel that strongly. 

3714a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law preventing the manufacture, 
importation and sale of liquor, would you favour remuneration to brewers and distillers 
for their plant and machinery rendered useless !—I have not thought of that question 
sufficiently to give it a proper answer. 

3715a, Have you had any experience of a prohibitory law yourself /—No. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


3716a. Do you know any country where there is a national prohibitory law /—I 
have not looked up that question. 


By kev. Dr. McLeod ; 
3717a. In your long life have you observed what is the effect of the liquor traffic 
on the social and moral conditions of the community /—It has a dreadfully bad effect. 
3718a. Have you come to a conclusion as to what effect the prohibition of the liquor 
traffic would have upon the business interests of the country !—I think it would havea 
good effect if we could only get rid of the curse. 
3719a. You regard it as a curse !—I do. 


21—14*** 
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C. R. SMITH, of Hamilton, Secretary of the Board of Trade, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


3720a. How long have you resided in Hamilton ?—Thirty years. 

372la. Have you any statistics with you in connection with the trade of the city? 
—I have, and I now produce them. You asked the Mayor in regard to the number of 
manufactures that we have here. There are 178 manufactories of various kinds in Ham- 
ilton, employing 13,900 people as artizans. It was thought by the Mayor that the Com- 
mission should have these correct figures from the Board of Trade in regard to the ma- 
nufacturing industries of this city. 

3722a. Are these 13,000 operatives a sober and law-abiding class of the community ? 
—They are. 

3723a. Do many of them own their own homes ?—A vast number of them do. 

3724a. How do you find the license law working in the City of Hamilton /—Re- 
markably well. 

3725a. Do its provisions seem to be well carried out?—I think excellently well. 
Tf there is a failing, it is in the law and not in the administration of it. 

3726a. Have youhad any experience of the working of a prohibitory system ?—I 
have not. 

3727a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion ? 
—No. 

3728. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery ren- 
dered useless ?—Most assuredly. I may say that during last fall, knowing that there 
was a strong probability that the Royal Commission would visit this city, I made a 
statement of the value of the hotels, saloons and restaurants in this city, with their plant, 
fixtures and stock. I personally visited every one of these places where liquor is sold 
in any shape or form. I procured from the license holders an exact statement of the 
value of their plant, fixtures and stock, which I believe to be perfectly correct, and I 
now hand that statement in to the Commissioners. (Appendix No. 1.) 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


37290. You have got up this table to show what would be the result if the liquor 
business was abolished /—The question I put to those interested in this business, was as 
follows: When the Royal Commission visits this city, it will be necessary for some one 
to place before them figures showing the value of your property, the value of the stock 
in trade, fixtures, etc. ; so that in the event of the total abolition of your trade, the Com- 
mission may know what amount of damages you would sustain by the loss of your pro- 
perty. I took all those figures down from the individuals whom I interrogated. 

3730a. Suppose these hotels continued to receive travellers and entertain them, 
would all these employees have to be dismissed ?—In all cases I put this question : Could 
meals and beds be provided at the same prices at which you provide them now, in the 
event of prohibition taking place? In every case they answered, No. 

373la. Did you inquire as to whether they could make it pay to give accommoda- 
tions to travellers at present prices without the sale of liquor ?—I asked: Could they 
continue to give beds and proper accommodation at the same price as now, in the event 
of their licenses being refused : and in every case they answered, No. 


Commission adjourned, to meet in Woodstock, October 9th, 1893. 


C. R. Smiru. 
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WOODSTOCK, October 9th, 1893. 


The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traflic met this day, at 3 o’clock p.m. 
Present : 


JuDGE McDonatp. Mr. E. F. CLarke. Rey. Dr. McLeop. 


Jupc—E McDONALD.—I have to announce that the sittings of Her Majesty’s Royal 
Commission on the Liquor Traffic in the Dominion of Canada is now open. I may state 
that the Chairman of the Commission, Sir Joseph Hickson, is not able to be with us ; 
and another Commissioner, Mr. Gigault, is detained by his official duties at Quebec ; but 
we expect that both these gentlemen will join us at a later date. The subjects which 
we have been charged to inquire into are as follows :— 


1. The effects of the liquor traffic upon all interests affected by it in Canada. 

2. The measures which have been adopted in this and other countries, with a view 
to lessen, regulate or prohibit the traffic. 

3. The results of these measures in each case. 

4. The effect that the enactment of a prohibitory liquor law in Canada would have 
in respect to social conditions, agriculture, business, the industrial and commercial 
interests, and the requirements of the municipalities of the Provinces and of thé 
Dominion ; and also as to its capability of efficient enforcement. 

5, All other information bearing on the question of prohibition. 

Her Majesty’s Commission was opened in Brockville, for the Province of Ontario, 
on the 2nd October, where the letters patent were read ; so I do not think it necessary 
to read them again. The usual rule has been to call the Chief Magistrate at every town 
where the Commission sits, and as His Worship the Mayor of Woodstock is present, I 
will ask him to come forward as the first witness. 


JAMES HAY, Mayor of Woodstock, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald: 


3732a. How long have you lived in Woodstock ?—AIl my life. I have been Mayor 

a year. 
Z 37334. Were you in the Town Council before that /—Yes. 

3734a. What is your business occupation /—Furniture manufacturer. 

3735a. What is the population of your town ?—About 9,500. 

3736a. Can you tell me how large a police force you have ?—We have only two 
men, the Chief and an assistant, with some special constables who are not on active duty. 

3737a. So far as the active police force is concerned, do you think it is sufficient ? 
—QQuite sufficient. 

3738a. Then I suppose your town is a law abiding and orderly community !—Yes, 
quite so. ; 

3739a. Your county, we understand, is now under the operation of the Ontario 
license law ?—Yes. 

3740a. Was it at one time under the Scott Act ?—Yes, we tried the Scott Act for 
three years. 

3741a. From a paper in front of me I learn that the Scott Act was adopted on the 
20th March, 1884 by a majority of 775 votes ; on the 9th of May, 1889, it was repealed 
by a majority of 1,922?—I think that is correct. 
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3742a. How was the law found to work !—I do not think that the law was capable 
of being enforced very well. There is no doubt that liquor was sold. 

3743a. Was it sold at all openly ?—It was sold semi-openly. People knew it was 
being sold. 

3744a. In many places ‘—I think so. I think it was sold in pretty nearly as many 
places as it would be sold under the license Act—without any question. 

3745a. Have you reason to believe that the persons who sold in Woodstock were 
the same persons who had previously held licenses !—That I cannot say definitely. I 
have no doubt but that some of them-were the same. 

3746a. Were there some others besides !—I think so. 

3747a. What are called shebeens, places of that kind ?—Yes, I think there is no 
doubt there were others selling. 

3748a. Were there cases in this community of men carrying liquor about on their 
person and peddling it /—I do not know that personally, but it has been said so. 

3749a. Were you in the Town Council at that time !—No. 

3750a. The Scott Act was in force for some three years, and then repealed !— Yes. 

3751a. How do you account for its having been repealed !—From its unsatisfactory 
working, and the very poor results, from a temperance standpoint, that the law produ- 
ced. I think that the community generally arrived at the impression that the law 
did not do what it was expected to do. It created a good deal of hard feeling among 
the people, and drinking was very little less, if any at all. 

3752a. Were there vigorous efforts made to enforce it in the county /—There were 
for a time, but it caused a good deal of hard feeling among the people, so that eventual- 
ly those who were inclined to enforce it, or to assist in enforcement, ceased their efforts 
in that particular. 

3753a. Comparing that period with the period since, during which the town has 
been under a license law, under which has the good order of the place been best preser- 
ved 1—I think that under the license law the good order of the place is much better pre- 
served, upon the whole, than under the Scott Act. 

3754a. Would you yourself prefer it, of the two systems /—Without any question, 
I think the license law is much the better. 

3755a. Are you an employer of labour ?—-I have been all my life. 

3756a. Have you found the liquor traffic to produce any injurious effects upon your 
business /—Yes, no doubt men who drink liquor are a hindrance to any business. 

3757a. Did you find some of your men affected by it /—Yes. 

3758a, In the employment of men, have you any ruleas to whether they should be 
total abstainers /—No, I never made it a rule that the men should be abstainers. I would 
not employ a man who is known to be habitually addicted to drink. 

3759a,. A man whose efficiency would be injured by drink, you would not wish to 
employ /—No, I would not think of it. 

3760a. And you would part with such a man ?—It is hardly a charitable thing to 
part with him if he wishes to reform ; I would rather give him another chance, and 
try and reform him. 

376la. But as long as a man’s drinking habits are not such as to interfere with the 
discharge of his duty, you do not question him about that ?—Not at all. 

3762a. Have you suffered at all from losing the work of other men who have to 
remain idle owing to some man being off from drink !—That has occurred. A drinking- 
man, of course, is a nuisance in any manufacturing concern. 

3763a. Is any of your work done by piece work !—Yes, largely done by piece work. 

3764a. Have you much poverty in this town !—I would not say that there is much, 
but of course there is a certain number of people in want. 

3765a. Is that want caused by drinking, on the part of the head or other members 
of the family ?—During the year I have been in the Mayor’s chair, there has been some 
want caused by drunkenness; but most of the want has been more in the shape of a 
widow with children to support, who has to trust to her own exertion. But there is not 
much of what you would call poverty ; a little assistance in the winter in the shape of 
wood, is all that they require. Of course, we have some tramps from the other side that 
drop upon us occasionally. 

James Hay. 
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3766a. Have you noticed, as a citizen, whether there is more open drunkenness now 
than there was under the Scott Act ?—I do not think there is any more drunkenness to 
be seen upon the street now than there was under the Scott Act, or but very little. This 
town is a very moral town in that respect, and very little drunkenness is seen. At fair 
time, or on public holidays like the 24th May, when we have large numbers of people in 
town, there area very few trivial cases of over-drinking, but you hardly see such a thing 
as drunkenness on the streets. I think we have excellent order. 

3767a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole 
country, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks ?— 
Personally I do not favour it. 

3768a. If such a law were passed, would you deem it right that remuneration should 
be made to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless ?—As 
this business has been encouraged asa regular and lawful business, if it is found that 
the use of liquor is so injurious to the country that for the general good it should be 
suppressed, it seems to me it would be only equitable that some compensation should he 
allowed to these people if their’ property is to be destroyed. 

3769a. In case of the enactment of such a law would you admit the making or im- 
portation of liquor for mechanical, sacramental and medicinal purposes ?—As a matter 
of fact,*I think some provision must be made for the use of liquor for those purposes. 

3770a. Would you permit persons desirous of doing so, to manufacture them or 
would you have them manufactured by the Government for those purposes ?—I am not 
prepared to say so far as that is concerned. I suppose it would be for the Government 
to determine which would be the best. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3771a. I understood you to say that the Scott Act was not capable of being well en- 
forced. Please say just what you meant by that /—I said it was not well enforced. 

3772a. I understood you to say it was not capable of being enforced /—I meant by 
that remark, that without doubt the law had not the sympathy of the great mass of the 
people in town, such as the laws against arson and stealing have, and other laws of that 
kind, which require the support of the great majority of the people to enforce them pro- 
perly. People do not look upon dr inking as a crime, in the same way that they do upon 
those other things ; consequently they do not feel that they should inform or give evidence 
against a person breaking a lawof that kind. I think that is the main reason why the 
Scott Act did not have the full support and sympathy of the people of this community. 

3773a. Do you remember the majority inits favour in Woodstock ?—I think there 
were 200 against it in this town. 

3774a. So it did not really have a majority of the voters in Woodstock !—No. 

3775a. Do you think that any of the difficulties of enforcement were attributable to 
the officials ?—No, I think not. Our Police Magistrate here is a strong temperance advo- 
cate, and he was anxious to have the law enforced. The real difficulty was that the people 
themselves, those who were in favour of the Scott Act, did not feel called upon to do any- 
thing, or do very much; and consequently the law became, to a certain extent, a dead 
letter. 

3776a. [think you said, however, that the sale was more or less secret !—I think I 
said it was semi-open. Ido not think there is any doubt that everybody in town knew 
that liquor was being sold continuously ; I think nobody will deny that, that is, who has 
been around as much asI have. I myself have been a total abstainer for over thirty 
years, although Iam not now ; but I have had occasion to be around among the hotels 
and among business men, and have had a much better opportunity of ascertaining the con- 
dition of affairs than a total abstainer would have, or any clergyman. 

3777a. You spoke about hard feelings being created ; was that extensive !—A good 
deal of hard feeling was created, a good deal of unpleasant and unfriendly bickering. 

3778a. In erat way did that express itself ?—There was a neighour of mine, a 
strong temperance man, who was willing to put himself in the breach and inform, or assist 
people who were informing ; and his w vindows were broken. After that I do not think 
that he cared to do very much, Those people who were losing their property and who 
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were compelled to make their living in an underhand way, felt very bitter against the peo- 
ple who were trying to destroy their business of selling liquor. 

3779a. The hard feeling, then, was on the part of the people who were by law prohi- 
bited from selling liquor ?— Yes, I suppose so. 

3780a. And they expressed it in acts of violence against those who desired the enfor- 
cement of the law ?— Well, there is just this one instance I give you as an example. 

3781a. Do you know if prohibitionists have expressed their disapprobation of the 
license system in a similar manner, that is, by breaking the windows of the licensed sellers 
of strong drink !—No, the prohibitionists, of course, confine their efforts largely to public 
utterances. : 

3782a. They do not resort to deeds of violence !—No. 

3783a. Is there a saloon near your factory /—No. 

3784a. How near is there one ?—Not within several blocks. We donot want a 
saloon near our factory. 

3785a. What is your objection to having a saloon near your factory /—I think that 
the effect of having a saloon near a factory would be that the men would be more inclined 
todrink. I certainly object toit. Iam not in favour of an extension of the license sys- 
tem, of increasing it. I believe it should be curtailed reasonably ; and the law we have 
at present, carefully and rigidly enforced, I think, would be in the general interest and of 
the morality of the town. I would not be in favour of allowing the open sale of liquor, but 
rather of restricting it. That is my view. 

3786a. But you would object to a saloon established in the vicinity of your works? 
—Yes. 

3787a. Because it would be an inducement to your men to drink !—No doubt of it. 

3788a. And their drinking would be an injury, not only to themselves, but an 
interference with your works !—Without question. 

3789a. Well, a saloon has to be established somewhere, under the present law ?— 
Ves. 

3790a. So some person must be near it; it must be where some person does not 
want it /—Of course, we have no saloons in Woodstock, we have only hotels. There are 
fourteen hotels and two shop licenses. 

3791a. Do you know whether those people who hold shop licenses sell in lesser 
quantities than three half pints !—I do not think they do; I think that law is very well 
observed. 

3792a. Have you any idea as to whether the licensees in the hotels observe the 
provisions of the license law ?—I think, generally, they do. There is no question, how- 
ever, that liquor is sold outside the prohibited hours, and sometimes perhaps on Sunday ; 
but it does not come under my observation very much ; I have seen but very little of it. 
T think possibly they may break the law occasionally. 

3793a. Do you think these fourteen hotels are all genuine hotels !—I think they are. 

3794a. Having all the equipments the law requires in the way of rooms, beds and 
stable provisions /—That is a matter for the Inspector. I think they are all required to 
have the necessary stabling. 

3795a. I thought, from your having said that you were a good deal about the hotels, 
you might know whether they had the required equipments /—I am not about the whole 
of them, but I rather think they have the stabling and the beds. 

3796a. Do you know whether there are any places in town where liquor is sold 
illicitly ?—I do not think so. 

3797a. Are there any shebeens, as they are called sometimes /—I do not think there 
is one in town. 

3798a. Have any of the licensees had their licenses revoked ?—Yes, at one time we 
had many more licenses in Woodstock than we have now. 

3799a. Were they revoked because of violation of the license law !—I think they 
were revoked on account of the provision of the Act that required a less number of 
licenses in town according to the population. At one time Woodstock had a great many 
shop licenses that sold liquor by the glass. That was stopped. I think Woodstock has 
made a great advance on the temperance question. 

James Hay. 
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3800a. Then we understand you to believe that there are no illicit places in Wood- 
stock now ?—I do not know of any. I do not think there is such a thing as an illicit 
place to-day in town. 

380la. You say the police force now consists of a Chief and an assistant !—Yes. 

3802a. How was it in earlier days? Were there more or less ?/—I think we have 
only had two for the last fifteen years. 

3803a. Did you have any more in Scott Act days ?—I think not. 

3804a. You think that equity would require compensation to brewers and distillers 
in the event of a prohibitory law being passed ?—It seems to me that would be only jus- 
tice. If the State takes their property for its own use, it seems to me only equitable 
that something should be paid to these people. 

3805a. Does the State take their property?—If the State destroys it, it is tanta- 
mount to taking it. 

3806a. ‘Does not the distiller engage in his business just as you engage in the furni- 
ture business, taking all risks ?—I think if the State said: You must not engage in the 
furniture business any more ; in the interest of the whole community, every furniture 
manufactory must stop ; in that case, I think the State should compensate us. 

3807a. If by any change in the tariff your business should cease to be profitable, 
would you require the State to compensate you!—A change in the tariff is a different 
thing. 

3808. I suppose you do not put the furniture business on the same level with the 
distilling and brewing business in its effect on the community /—Of course not. 

3809a. There are some people who say that if the brewers and distillers were to be 
compensated, there should be some compensation to the people who have been injured 
by the business of brewers and distillers. Have you thought of that view of the case ? 
—Well, no person is compelled to be injured by the business of the distiller and the 
brewer. The business of the brewer and distiller has been a respectable and reputable 
business up to the present time. 

3810a. Have you ever favoured a prohibitory law !—No. 

381la. You regard license as the better method of dealing with the trafic !—I 
think so. 

3812. As a business man have you observed whether the liquor business as carried 
on has any effect, whether beneficial or injurious, upon other business of the country /— 
Well, some say that the effect of stopping the liquor business has an injurious effect upon 
other business, but I cannot agree with that view entirely. Ido not think that the 
effect of selling liquor in this town draws trade to the town. Ido not agree with the 
view either that liquor is altogether useless ; I am rather inclined to the idea that liquor 
is a good thing in many instances, but it should be used very sparingly. I do not think 
that business depends upon liquor or the liquor interest; neither do I think that the 
reverse is true. I think that business would go on whether liquor was sold or not, but 
it would go on less successfully if we had a great deal of liquor sold, or too much liquor 
sold. I do not think that liquor is at all necessary to make business good. If it is, 
then business won’t be good very long. 

3813. So you think. then, that the liquor business has not much effect either way ? 
—No. My view is that if it was possible to stop the use of liquor, it would not affect 
business harmfully. 

3814a. It might possibly increase the purchasing power of the people at large /— 
Yes, they might be able to purchase in other directions. 

3815a. As an observant man, have you noticed whether the liquor traftic, as it is 
carried on, has any effect, injuriously or otherwise, upon the social or moral conditions 
of the people? Weare asked to inquire into the effect of the traffic on social life and 
morals, as well as on the industrial interests /—I think, unquestionably, that the abuse 
of liquor is not conducive to the good morals and the well being of the community, 
that is, when it is not used very sparingly. 

3816a. Have you observed, as the Chief Magistrate of this town, whether the 
ordinary licensed drinking place is a centre of any degree of disorder !—No. In Wood- 
stock I do not think that our licensed places are in any way a centre of disorder, either 
at present or for some considerable time in the past, to my knowledge. 
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3817a. Have you noticed whether persons in the community, who, at one time or 
another, do create disorders, are frequenters habitually of drinking places ?—-I think 
the licensed places are very careful, at least moderately careful, about who they give 
liquor to, Although undoubtedly they do give liquor to people. who should not get it, 
still, so far as I have observed, they are pretty careful in that respect now, and I 
am inclined to favour laws that will make them more careful in that respect, forbid- 
ding them to sell to a man who does not provide for his family, or who acts in a 
criminal manner on account of liquor. If there is no law now that will prevent men 
from selling liquor to such an individual, there should be a law for that purpose, pre- 
venting men from getting liquor, who break the peace and who neglect their families. 

3818a. Are the men who hold licenses in Woodstock to-day, the men who violated 
the Scott Act ?—Well, I should say that some of them are. 

3819a. Are they the nien who held licenses prior to the Scott Act ?—Yes, some 
of them. 

3820a. Are we to understand that the men who held licenses prior to the Scott 
Act, and who, upon that law coming into force, in at least one instance which was 
stated, did injury to the property of those who sought to enforce the law, have now, 
since the Scott Act has been repealed, on account of that condition of things, been 
given a legal status to carry on the business ?—What I wish to say about that is this, 
that I merely gave that as an evidence of the bad feeling that was created. On the one 
side, people said: We will destroy your property and close up your business ; people, on 
the other side, felt that it was a personal injury to themselves. Now, who created those 
troubles, I cannot say ; who broke those windows, I cannot say. The presumption 
would be that it was some person who felt that he was injured. You asked me about 
men who had licenses ten years ago, and had not licenses during the Scott Act, and 
now hold licenses again. I believe that some of those men sold liquor without a license 
during the Scott Act ; in fact, I suppose I may say I know it, because they were convicted. 

3821a. [have heard somewhere that an arrangement was made between certain hotel- 
keepers and the authorities, and that a bond was given by the former to observe the 
law ?—I do not think anything of that kind has been done here, not to my knowledge. 

3822a. About this disturbance that resulted from the bad feeling that was created 
by the enforcement of the Scott Act, were there any arrests or trials in connection with 
that disturbance /—There were no arrests or trials. 

3823a. Do you know who broke the window ?—I do not. 

3824a. Did I understand you to say that the inference was that it was done by 
someone who had been deprived of their license ?—Yes, that was the inference, the 
general supposition. 

3825a. Do you think that the Scott Act had a full and fair trial ?—I think during 
those three years it had an excellent trial. 

3826a. Do you think the municipal authorities and the Inspector did their duty in 
supporting those who were desirous of seeing the law enforced !—I think they did their 
duty efliciently. 

3827a. Was it due to the fact that there was a majority of the people of the town 
of Woodstock opposed to it, that the law was not as successful here as its friends desired 
to see it ?—I do not think that the fact of a mere majority of the people being in its 
favour, will make a law successful. There are some laws that you cannot make a success 
by having simply a majority in their favour. If prohibition is to be asuccess, you must 
have an overwhelming majority in favour of it, just as you have an overwhelming 
majority against stealing. A simple majority of the people opposed to drinking liquor 
cannot make prohibition a success. 

3828. Your opinion is that, before the law can be successfully enforced, it requires 
to have a very large majority of the people in its favour !—Without any question. 

3829a. Is there much drinking in the rural districts ?—Very little. The drinkin& 
customs are less than they have been. 

3830a. Is there more drinking done now in the rural districts than before the Scott 
Act period /—I do not think there is much difference in the rural districts, so far as the 
Scott Act is concerned. 

James Hay. 
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3831la. Did.it operate better in the rural districts than in the town ?—There has 
really not been much drinking in the rural districts for some time. I think the Crooks 
Act had considerable to do with that. 

3832a. Did you notice an improvement in the condition of affairs in the rural dis- 
tricts during the Scott Act period ?—I do not think there was. 

3833a. If our record is correct, the Act was adopted by a majority of 775 in this 
county, and was repealed by a majority of 1922 ?—I think that showed what the general 
consensus of opinion was. The advocates of the Scott Act expected a great deal more 
from it than the results gave them, and the people generally felt that repeal was better 
than a continuance of the Act. 

3834a. But did they think that licensing the traffic was better than the Scott Act ? 
—I think so. 

3835a. Do you think that many of those who voted for the Act in the first place, 
voted to repeal it ?—I think there is a great number of people who are not decided one 
way or the other ; a great majority of the people are undecided on the question, and it 
was merely a change in opinion among those people. I do not think that many of the 
strong temperance men changed their views. 

3836a. Have you had an experience of a prohibitory law in other places ?—I have 
been around the country, in the different cities, a good deal, and of course I have 
observed the working of the temperance law. As I said before, I was a total abstainer 
for thirty-five years. I joined the Temperance Society as a young man, and of course I 
gave a great deal of attention to the working of the Scott Act in different parts of the 
country. While I was a total abstainer I was in Massachusetts, where there was a pro- 
hibitory law, and I found that people who wished to drink were able to do so without 
much difficulty. There was enough liquor to be obtained, without any question. 

3837a. How long since you were in Massachusetts ?—About fifteen or twenty years 
ago. They had a prohibitory law there. 

By Mr. Clarke : 

3838a. Have you had experience in other places besides Massachusetts /—Yes, the 
eastern States, Maine. 

3839a. What did you see in Maine?—My own experience was in Portland, and 
there was a good deal of drinking. From the way I saw liquor being sold there, I would 
not know that there was a prohibitory liquor law. The hotels sold it just the same as 
in any other city, with no attempt at concealment, so far as I could see. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3840a. Were you there a long time ?—Just on business, several days, only passing 
through. 

3841a. I suppose you could scarcely regard your knowledge of the workings of pro- 
hibition in Maine sufficiently intimate to warrant you in expressing an opinion as to the 
Maine law, taking the State throughout ?—Although I was a strong temperance man at 
the time, the impression I got in Maine was certainly that the law did not do what it 
was expected to do. 

3842a. That was in Portland chiefly?—Yes. I was in some of the interior towns 
of the State. I was through the State a good deal upon business. 


By Mr. Clarke : 

3843a. What was your general experience through the State ?—Of course I was not 
looking for liquor, and I have told you my experience in Portland, because it was 
different from what I expected to see. In the hotel that I was in, liquor was sold with- 
out restraint, it seemed more like a lumber camp. But in the interior towns of Maine 
a stranger sees very little liquor being sold, although, of course, there are some places 
where it can be had if you ask for it. 

3844a. From your experience of the prohibitory law which you saw in operation 
here, and the present license law, which do you prefer !—I think the present license law 
is better in all respects than the prohibitory law, because there is a desire on the part 
of the community to have it carried out. 
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By Rev. Dr, McLeod: 


3845a. What part of Massachusetts were you in !—Gardiner. 
3846a. Do you know whether a State prohibitory law, prevailed at that time, or 
local option ?—I do not know. 


JupceE McDONALD.—I fhave received a letter from the High Sheriff of the 
county, informing us that owing to a severe attack of neuralgia he is unable to appear 
before the Commission. He sends us some figures, which I will read, showing the jail 
statistics for the County of Oxford :— 


Vasa. “a Total Drunk 
commitments. and disorderly. 
1385 wad). nthcaee ren se eee eee atid at AUN ee 367 21 
LOSGOs hs ct Acar ire tetand Ree PR RE | 4 0A. tage 296 28 
I Ro lol PME MRE CARY Sickest sie Os aCe ar een a Se 570 50 
LB SS: aaa tere ee ee mtr ae Sune et vs orn fe creeds 448 64 
Raters MEME run Roc eae ii oro nnar) N Se Pepe NE Me ee a7 5D 
I pet Uae ey pegs ce cia es A pe Si eee ROM mm ETS Meare 230 51 
dol Be Ata te MAP 4. Ga, Se eee ree een me 205 34 
SO De OR ANE ROME ROE R Sc! od tie Ghats op Ae 150 24 
DSO SNe er gti OR ee eI U8 ie eh iy coe een SLO”, 38 


*Up to the 30th September of the present year. 


JOHN MORRISON, of Woodstock, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


3847—48a. How long have you been Town Clerk !—About five months. 

3849a. Are you engaged in any other occupation ?—No. 

3850a. Who was your predecessor !—Mr. George Eden, the present Treasurer. He 
resides in this town. 

385la. Were you officially brought into connection with the operations of the Scott 
Act ?—I was not. 

3852a,. How long have you resided in Woodstock !—Twenty-four years. I was 
residing here when the Scott Act was in force. 

3853a. What was your experience as to the working of it My observation was. 
that it did not work very well. 

3854a, Was liquor sold +—I think so. 

3855a. Publicly !—Almost publicly, I would say. 

3856a. In any of those places that had previously been licensed !—I think so, and 
other places besides. 

3857a. What are called shebeens /—Exactly. 

3858a. Do you know whether there was any sale by what are called walking saloons, 
men who carry liquor about on their persons and sell it?—I did not know anything of that. 

3859a. From your observation of the working of the Scott Act and the license law, 
which do you think is preferable in the interest of the community !—The license law is 
better enforced. sees 

3860a. While the Scott Act was in force did you ever see drunken men on the 
street /—Frequently. 

386la. Have you seen them under the license law /— Yes. 

3862a. Then taking the two, was there apparently any difference ?—My own opinion 
is that there were more drunken men on the street under the Scott Act than at the 
present time. 

James Hay. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 219 


3863a. Were you a supporter of the Scott Act?—No. I was not very strong 
either way. 

3864a. Were you engaged in business before you became Town Clerk ?—Yes, I was 
in the grocery business. 

3865a. Were you yourself engaged at any time in the sale of liquor /—At one time 
I was a clerk in a grocery store that sold it, but not for myself. 

3866a. Speaking as a business man who has been in business yourself, are the 
business interests of the community affected either one way or the other by the drink 
traffic—apart from that traffic itself /—I do not know, it might affect a few customers, 
those who are given to too much liquor. 

3867a. Do you think, if the drink trafic were done away with, there would be some 
people who would be able to trade to a greater extent in groceries !—Yes. 

3868. Did you find that the business interests were better in this community while 
the Scott Act was in force /—No, I did not find that. 

3869a. Do you think they were affected either one way or the other /—I do not 
know that they were. 

3870a. Do you yourself favour a general prohibitory law for the whole Dominion, 
preventing the manufacture, importation and sale !—It is a matter to which I have not 
given much consideration. Of course, if it could be made a universal law, I do not see 
any objection to it. 

3871a. You would not object to such a law, if it was passed for the whole 
Dominion ?—No. 

3872a. In such a case would you permit the importation or manufacture of liquor 
for sacramental, mechanical and medicinal purposes !—Yes. 

3873a. For those purposes would you have liquor manufactured by private 
individuals or by the Government /—By the Government, I suppose. 

3874a. By what authority would you seek to have the law itself enforced, by 
Dominion officials, Provincial officials, or the local officers in municipalities !—By 
Dominion officials. 

3875a. It is stated that in case of the enactment of such a law there would be a 
loss in the revenue at once of some six or seven million dollars to the Dominion, and a 
loss to the Provincial revenues of some hundreds of thousands of dollars, and a loss to 
the local municipalities of the license fees. Now, in the case of the Dominion, how would 
you propose to make up the loss of six or seven million dollars !—That is a matter for 
the Finance Minister to consider ; I have not studied the matter at all. 

3876a. Have you studied it in the case of a Province or municipality /—No. 

3877a. Do you know whether, at the time the Scott Act was in force, the munici- 
pality of Woodstock received a large income from fines !—I could not say. 

3878a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, would you favour remunera- 
tion to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless !—I have 
not studied that question. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


3879a. I understood you to say you were favourable to the adoption of a prohibi- 
tory law for the whole Dominion !—Yes. 

3880a. Would you favour the re-enactment of the Scott Act, or any of these local 
prohibitory laws !—No. 

3881la. Did you pay enough attention to the operation of the Scott Act to notice 
what its defects were ?—No, I did not ; it seemed to me that the officers were not able to 
enforce it. The majority of the public opinion in town here was opposed to it ; that 
was one great reason for its failure. 

3882a. Do you know anything about the operation elsewhere than in this town and 
county !—I do not. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3883a. Do you believe that the sentiment of the community has something to do 
with the enforcement of a law of that kind /—Yes. 
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3884a. You were called as Town Clerk, but you have been in office so short a time 
that I suppose you can hardly give us a comparative statement of the arrests during the 
Scott Act period and the subsequent license period ?—No., 

3885a. How long had Mr. Eden, the Treasurer, been in office !—Thirty years. 


Rev. JAMES 8. ROSS, of Woodstock, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


38860. Of what Church are you a minister ?—Of the Methodist Church. 

3887a. How long have you resided in Woodstock ?—This is the beginning of my 
third year. Before coming here, I resided in Hamilton. 

38880. Have you resided at any time in a section where a prohibitory law was in 
force ’—Yes, I resided at Tilsonburg, in the County of Oxford, at the time the Scott 
Act was in force. 

3889a. We have had placed before us a declaration in favour of prohibition passed 
by the General Conference of your Church at Montreal, in 1889. Do you personally 
concur in that /—Certainly. 

3890a. What was your experience of the working of the prohibitory law at Tilson- 
burg ?—I think drinking was reduced. 

3891a. What is the population of Tilsonburg ?—It was about 2,000 at that time. 

3892a. Was there reason to believe that any sale of liquor was going on in that 
community !—I think it was stated that secret sales were going on. 

3893a. Were they by persons who previously had been licensed !—The same parties. 

3894a. Not by new people, what are called shebeens?—It was stated so. I asked 
the Chief of Police on purpose to find out, and he said he did not know of any. I did 
not know of any. 

3895a. Did he know that any of these places that had previously been licensed, 
were selling ?—Yes, he knew that. 

3896a. Did he not try to stop it ?—They were fined. 

38970. Did these offences become first, second and third, and did imprisonment 
follow the third offence ?—No matter how often a man was fined, it was not known that 
he had ever been fined before. 

3898a. ‘Can you tell us how that system was carried out? Was it by the man only 
being charged with a first offence? In one county we have been in, we were told that 
when aiman was summoned a second time, a tenant would appear, a man who had leased 
the bar ?—Yes, that was one plan adopted. I think the principal reason was that the 
license Inspector only charged him with a first offence. 

3899a. Do you know the reason of that ?—I think he wanted to be sure of a fine, 
and did not want to hurt the man too much. 

3900a. Do you know whether that was the state of the case: That if a man was 
known to have committed a first offence, he would, perhaps, plead guilty when he knew 
that he was going to becharged with a second or third offence ?—I think when they 
once entered a case they wanted it to succeed, and a charge on a first offence is more 
likely to succeed than on a second. 

390la. Were there many pleas of guilty, acknowledging the first offence 7—A few. 
At first they fought it right along. 

3902a. Did it become to any extent in Tilsonburg, in the case of individuals who 
had been previously in the trade, a system of indirect license, the parties being fined oc- 
casionally !—No, because there was a good deal of liquor openly sold, or a good deal of 
liquor sold anyway, openly and secretly. But I do not think’ there was anything like 
the same quantity as had been sold previously. 

3903a. What I am asking is whether the system of administering the law was such 
that virtually, by men being fined at intervals for a first offence, they were practically 

Joun Morrison. 
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licensed? It cost them so much a year, and they kept up their trade !—I think they 
were more frightened about it than that would imply. 

3904a. You do not think the officials lent themselves to anything of that kind ?—I do. 
not think they did. 

3905a. In the town of Peterborough where we have been, the Chief of Police told 
us that he came there the last year the Scott Act was in force, and he received an inti- 
mation to get about $400 a year from each of the men in the traffic in the way of fines, 
and in that way the town made up an indirect license fee. Was there anything of that 
kind in Tilsonburg /—Not to my knowledge. 

3906a. You think that the Chief of Police and Inspector did their duty fairly well ? 
—No, I would not say that about the Inspector. | 

3907a. What was the trouble with the Inspector !—He lived away at the other end 
of the county from Tilsonburg. He lived near Ingersoll, which was a great distance off. 
We did not have much confidence in him anyway. 

3908a. You did not think he was favourable to the enforcement of the Act !— 
Nothing special. 

3909a. Did you try to get another Inspector /—No, we did not. 

3910a. Do you know what was done with the fines /—I suppose the fines from Til- 
sonburg used to go to the County Treasurer. 

391la. Tilsonburg has a representative in the County Council /—Yes. 

3912a. Were you in Tilsonburg when it was under license /—For a few months. 

3913a, As it was under license and under Scott Act, which did you believe prefer- 
able /—I found the Scott Act preferable. We had great crowds of people from time to. 
time, on occasions of fairs and shows, when we would expect, under ordinary circum- 
stances, to find howling men in the streets at night ; and I remember distinctly going 
down town one night after a fair to see if there was anything of that kind, and I found 
the streets very quiet, and I attributed that to the Scott Act. 

3914a. Now, you have lived in Woodstock under license !—Yes, a little over two 

ears. 

: 3915a. During that time have you had any fairs here, public gatherings ?—Yes. 

3916a. Have you found these howling crowds that you expected to find in Tilson- 
burg ‘—I did not happen to go down town those nights in Woodstock, but I did go 
down town purposely in Tilsonburg to find out the condition of affairs. 

3917a. Had you found these howling crowds in Tilsonburg at times of fairs before 
the Scott Act?—No, Ido not know that. I was not there long enough under the 
License Act to know that. 

3918a. Then how do you know the Scott Act prevented howling crowds, if you did 
not know of any under the former system !—Because wherever I have lived under 
license at show and fair times, I expect howling crowds at night. 

3919a. Now, as a minister of the Gospel and a gentleman, do you think it right to 
throw that imputation upon Tilsonburg, that previous to the Scott Act there were howl- 
ing crowds at fair time, and that the Scott Act did away with those crowds !—I would 
have expected to find them under license. 

3920a. Well, you have not found them in Woodstock, because you have not looked 
for them ’—I have not looked for them. 

3921la. Do you believe they exist here at fair time ?—I believe there are drunken 
men. 

3922a. Do you believe there are howling crowds !—I should expect to find them if 
I went down town. 

3923a. We are told by the Mayor that this is a quiet, orderly and law abiding 
community, that it is a town of 9,000 inhabitants, and requires only two policemen, so 
far as I know, an unexampled state of things in this Province. Now, is that a sign of 
good order in the community, or otherwise !—I would say it is a sign of good order. 

3924a. At any rate, in regard to Tilsonburg, you do not know whether the Scott 
Act did save the town from howling crowds upon fair times !—There were none in that 
particular instance. Otherwise, I speak from general knowledge. 

3925a. Do you mean that in other counties where you have been you have seen 
these howling crowds at fair time, and you did not see any in Tilsonburg !—I always 
expect them under license. 
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3926a. As a pastor you are brought into contact with the people a good deal ?— 
Yes. 

3927a Have you found a great deal of want in families caused by the drink traffic? 
—Certainly. 

3928a. Misery and poverty of different kinds ?—Yes, misery of all kinds. 

3929a. I may state that the evils of drunkenness are not investigated by the Com- 
mission, because they are admitted by all. But owing to your relations with the people, 
and being brought into close contact with them, you are able to tell us whether you see 
a good deal of drunkenness in families caused by the liquor traftic?—I find it in the 
homes. 

3930a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Scott Act ?—To the non-enforce- 
ment of the law by the officials. 

393la. Did the people get wearied of it, and disappointed !—The temperance people 
did not feel that it was their particular line of business to enforce it. They felt that 
they paid the officials to enforce it, but the officials did not do so. 

3932a, We have understood that in this county the temperance people were really 
very energetic in trying to get it enforced. Is that your experience !—Where I was, I 
did work personally in trying to get it enforced and respected. 

39330. Do you think that having the sympathy of the officials is an element in the 
success of the Act ?—Certainly. 

3934a. Do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory measure for the whole Dom- 
inion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of liquor ?—Yes. 

3935a. I judge from what you stated that you concur in the views of the Methodist 
Church on this question !—Yes. 

3936a. Would you admit the manufacture or importation of liquor for mechanical, 
sacramental or medicinal purposes ?—In the church with which I am connected, we do 
not need it for sacramental purposes. 

3937a. But you know there are others that do ?—I know there are others that have 
conscientious convictions in favour of using it; therefore, for their sake, I would be 
willing to admit it for sacramental purposes and, if necessary, for mechanical purposes 
also. 

39380. In that case would you deem it better that the liquors necessary to be used 
should be manufactured by the Government or by private enterprise !—I would prefer 
that they should be manufactured by the Government. 

39390. To what authority would you commit the enforcement of a prohibitory law ? 
To officials appointed by the Dominion, or by the Province, or to the local municipal 
authorities !—That is a hard question to answer, because we have had experience of the 
enforcement of the Scott Act by the Ontario officials, and I do not know that the Dom- 
inion would do any better. 

3940a. Would you prefer that it should be enforced by the local authorities ’—No, 
I would rather have it done by the Ontario or the Dominion Government. 

3941a. Which would you prefer should appoint these officers, the Ontario or the 
Dominion Government !/—Well, seeing that we have had experience of the enforcement 
of the Scott Act by the Ontario Government and that it has not been satisfactory, and 
as the other has not been tried, I would try the untried, and take the Dominion Govy- 
ernment. 

3942a. In case of the enactment of such a law, prohibiting the manufacture, impor- 
tation and sale for the Dominion, would you deem it right that brewers and distillers 
should be compensated for their plant and machinery rendered useless ?—No. 

3943a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law under the 
present Ontario system in small municipalities, the local option law ?—I have not. 

39440. Have you seen the working of a prohibitory law in any other country ?—No. 

3945a. We are told that in case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, there would 
be a loss to the Dominion revenue of six or seven million dollars now derived from ex- 
cise duty ; and I think several hundred thousand dollars would be lost to the Provincial 
Treasury, and the municipalities would lose the license fee. Now, have you considered 
how that loss could be made up in the case of the Dominion !—We have generally under- 

Rey. Jas. S. Ross. 
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stood from the statements of leading Finance Ministers that that would not be a great 
difficulty. Isaw a statement made the other day by the Hon. Mr. Foster, Finance 
Minister, that he had taken off sugar, $3,500,000 last year. That is equal to one-half 
of the Dominion revenue from liquor, and the country has not suffered from the loss of 
that three millions and a-half ; so I presume that the country could stand the loss of 
another three millions and a half, which would make a sum equal to the liquor revenue, 
or find out some other way of meeting it. 

3946a. But there would be seven millions more taken off the revenue from the 
liquor traflic at one sweep, in addition to that taken off sugar ?—The point I want to 
make is this, that if three millions and a-half has been taken off our revenue without 
seriously disarranging our financial affairs in the Dominion, another three millions and 
a-half might be taken off somewhere else without seriously disarranging our business, and 
some way could be found of making it good. 

3947a. Supposing it were necessary to make that income good by direct taxation, 
would you favour that rather than not have a prohibitory law 1 would. 

3948a. And you would say the same, I suppose, in Provincial and ghee mat- 
ters /—I would, but not necessarily by direee taxation. 

3949a. Of course, some people tell us that the people would have a great deal more 
money to pay with, but the question is, how would the Government get hold of that 
money /—The people would be in a position to buy more goods. 

3950a. Are there any suggestions you yourself would like to make ?—If the Com- 
mission would allow me, I would like to call your attention to the report of the Ontario 
Government on tavern and shop licenses, for 1887. On page 23 it will be found that in 
1884, when Oxford county was entirely under license, and there was no part of a broken 
year, there were 51 persons committed to the county jail. In 1887, when Oxford was 
entirely under the Scott Act, and when there was a broken year, there was not a solitary 
prisoner committed to the Oxford county jail for drunkenness ; and in the county of 
Oxford there were the villages of Embro, Norwich, and the towns of Woodstock, Tilson- 
burg and Ingersoll. 

395la. Have you the report of 1885 ?—Yes. The operation of the Scott Act began 
in Oxford in 1885, and in 1884, when it was totally under license, there were 51 per- 
sons committed to the county jail for drunkenness ; while in 1887, when the whole county 
was under the Scott Act, there was not one person committed for drunkenness. 

3952a. Just before you came in I read a return from the High Sheriff of this 
county, in which he states that in 1887 there were 50 committals for being drunk and 
disorderly in the county jail for this county ?—That does not agree with the report of 
the Ontario Government. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
3953a. According to the return of the Sheriff there were more committals for 
drunkenness under the Scott Act in 1888, than there have been during the whole time 


since, up to the present year ?—Well, I have here the printed document of the Ontario 
Government which says there were no committals in 1887. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3954a. On the other hand we have this return sent down by the Sheriff who is cer- 
tainly in a position to know ?—Mr. Bradley was not Sheriff at that time. 

3955a. On the Government return you see a dotted line opposite Ontario county, 
for 1887. What do you think that means ?—I understand that is because the Scott Act 
was in operation in Ontario county, and there were no arrests. 

3956a. It strikes me that the dotted line means that there were no returns, or no 
return that they couid have used, and that may be the case with Oxford County ?—I 
know these figures have been quoted both in Canada and the United States, as showing 
the beneficial effects of the Scott Act in Oxford county. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
3957a. What conclusion would you come to regarding the operation of the Scott 
Act if the Sheriff’s figures were correct !—Of course, if they are correct, it is a bad show- 
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ing. There is another point I would like to mention to show how the license law is 
being observed in Woodstock. I have before me a statement respecting certain bonds 
that purported to have been given in this town obliging those who gave the bonds to 
keep the license law. The facts are set forth in a letter to one of the newspapers of 
Woodstock, dated April 29th, 1892, which I will read. 


By Judge McDonald : 
3958a. The two clergymen who were desirous of having that law observed, got 
these men to undertake to observe it !—That was immediately before a vote was to be 
taken in town on the question of the reduction of the number of licenses. This was 
supposed to be done in order to affect the vote, but the vote of the people was in favour 
of a reduction of the number of licenses, notwithstanding. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3959a. Was the number reduced !—It was not reduced, but the people voted for it. 

3960a. Did the Commissioners exercise their discretion against the will of the 
majority /—In the first place, we asked the Council to reduce the number, and the Coun- 
cil refused to do so. Then we went to the License Commissioners and asked them to 
reduce the number and they also refused, though the people, by a popular vote, declared 
in favour of reducing the number. 


By Judge McDonald : 


396la. The Town Council submitted a by-law, I suppose ’—The Town Council sub- 
mitted the question to the people whether there should be a by-law reducing the num- 
ber, and the people voted in favour of reducing the number by a majority of, I think, 
73. Then we went to the Council and asked them to reduce the number, but they 
declined to do so. Afterwards we went to the License Commissioners and asked them to 
reduce it, and they declined to do so. We have had no reduction. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


3962a. Did they urge any reason for non-reduction /—Owing to cowardice, I think. 
3963a. They were afraid of the licensees !—Afraid of the liquor interest. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
3964a. Do you call it cowardice when they declined to accede to the wishes of the 
majority as shown in the vote !—They refused to accede to the wishes of the majority, 
evidently, in my opinion, fearing the liquor party more than the temperance party. 


By kev. Dr. McLeod : 


3965a. These men who signed the document you have just read, were the licensed 
dealers of the town /—Yes, the whole of them, fourteen hotel-keepers and three shop- 
keepers. 

3966a. We are to understand from that then, that prior to that time they had been 
violating the law steadily /—That is what I understand. 

3967a. Did any of them violate the law afterwards !—Yes. 

3968a. Were they convicted of violation !—Yes. 

3969a. Did they pay the bond ?—No, there were no bonds paid that I know of. 

3970a. But they came under a bond of $200 2—They agreed to come under a bond, 
but as this hotel-keeper says, it was never exacted. 

3971la. Was anyone of those who executed the bond, convicted of violation after- 
wards ?—I am not so sure about that. 

3972a, Have you anyway of knowing whether the licensees of the town now observe 
the provisions of the law /—I do not think they do. For instance, some months ago 
there was a boy about sixteen years of age staggering through the streets here on Sun- 
day. Ido not think that is keeping the law. 


By Judge McDonald : 


3973a. Do you know where he got his liquor /—I do not. 
Rev. Jas. S. Ross. 
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3974a. Whether he bought it himself or got it from another person +—I do not 
know. 

3975a. We are told sometimes that older people go in and get it and give it to 
Indians and boys ?—That is what they say. 

3976a. Are there Indians about here !—I do not know. There may be some scat- 
tered here and there. 


By Rew. Dr. McLeod : 


3977a. Having lived in a number of places, some under a license law and others 
under the Scott Act, you have doubtless made a comparison of the two systems. Now, 
what impression does that comparison make upon your mind !—I would prefer the Scott 
Act to an ordinary License Act. 

3978a. Your observation is that disorders are more general under license than 
under the Scott Act ?—Yes, from what observation I make. 

3979a. You were asked the question as to the effect upon home life of the drink 
traffic and the drink habit. Do you know any other one thing that causes so large a 
degree of misery in homes and so much neglect of children, and so much neglect of reli- 
gion as the drink habit /—I do not know any other one cause. 

3980a. Do you understand, from your knowledge of the people, that the repeal of 
the Scott Act was the expression of the people’s dissatisfaction with prohibition !—I did 
not so understand it. It was disgust with the lax enforcement of the partial prohibition 
in the Scott Act. 

3981la. Do you think that lax enforcement was largely attributable to the indiffer- 
ence or antagonism of the officials /—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


3982a. Was the attention of the authorities drawn to the lax enforcement of the 
law by the officials !—The way that we attempted to enforce the law showed that we 
had hard work to get part of the officials to take hold of it. For instance, letters would 
be written to the License Inspector, and hardly any attention paid to them. Finally 
private individuals, myself among the number, took hold of the matter and tried to get 
the law enforced. 

3983a. Was the attention of the authorities drawn to the fact that the Inspector 
was not able, living so far away from Tilsonburg, to administer the law !—AIlI the tem- 
perance people I was acquainted with had not sufficient confidence in the License Inspec- 
tor to operate through him to any extent. 

3984a. Did they express their want of confidence in him in any way ?—It was 
privately known between ourselves that things were not being done properly, but we 
could not expect anything better. 

3985a. You said the population of Tilsonburg was about 2,000. How many police- 
men did you have ?—Only one, and some night watchmen, I think, on special calls. 

3986a. What place have you in your mind when you make a comparison of the 
condition of affairs under license with the condition of affairs under the Scott Act ?— 
No particular place, only I have lived here in this country all my life. 

3987a. Have you lived in a place where the Scott Act was in force several years, 
and afterwards in the same place under a license?—I only lived in Tilsonburg two 

ears. 

i 3988a. You never lived in any place where the Scott Act was in force, and after- 
wards the license act /—No, not during both regimes. 

3989a. Regarding these first offences, we are not clear on that yet. Would it not 
have been a more effective way of punishing the liquor sellers if second and third offen- 
ces had been entered against them ?—If I had the doing of it I would enter the second 
and third offences, but the officials seemed to shy off from that way of doing it. What 
the reason was I do not know. I can only gather from human nature what their reason 


was. 


By Judge McDonald : 
3990a. Did you inquire of this boy who was drunk on Sunday, where he got his 
liquor ?—I did not. In visiting one of my parishoners I heard a lady say: It was terri- 
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ble to see a boy passing my door yesterday afternoon reeling drunk, about fifteen or 
sixteen years of age. That is all I know about it. I did not see him myself. 

3991la. Do you know whether any effort was made to find out where he got liquor? 
—No. It was two days afterwards when I was told about it. I did not know the boy’s 
name, and I do not know that the lady knew the boy’s name. 


GEORGE EDEN, of Woodstock, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


3992a. How long have you resided in Woodstock ?—A great number of years. 

3993a. How long have you held the position of Town Treasurer ?—Since May last. 

3994a. Who was your predecessor /—Mr. Hood, now deceased. 

3995a. You have control of the books of the town /—Yes. 

3996a. Were you residing here while the Scott Act was in force?—Yes. I was 
Town Clerk at the time. I have been Town Clerk since 1880. 

3997a. Were you also clerk of the Police Court !—No. The Police Magistrate acts 
as his own clerk. 

3998a. Is Woodstock separate from the county ?—No. 

3999a. So that the Scott Act fines from the town went into the County Treasury ? 
—Yes. 

4000a. Speaking as a citizen, how did you find the Scott Act carried out ?—I do 
not think it was carried out very well. 

4001a. Was liquor sold to any extent /—Yes, no doubt about it. 

4002a. In many places?-—I think probably more than there were under the license 
act. 

4003a. Then there must have been some places in which it was sold which had not 
sold under the license act ?— Yes, new people. 

4004a. Do you know whether there was any sale by men carrying it about their 
persons ?—I do not think they needed to do that. There was very little attention paid 
to the Scott Act here, particularly the last year or two. The bars were open the same 
as they are now—very little difference. 
ric’ 4005a. Were there many people fined ’—I have a record of the fines from 1885 up- 
wards, as follows :— 


Year. Amount of fines. 
Rt Time AON A Ne Rh lea ie Ra Manele o's $1,250 
[eco hy eee ne eee ell SS ee 1,252 
SUE E eta Me NAT tay ae ROE Ieee ie 8 1,803 
TRIE ailing Oh, «oa ea MIR NR heir 1,671 
[oc Oneeess Serene ee fc): cae 1,228 
ASNOTO)S, Ble rege te Ben Dyer aM! a i ae aot en Me aoe Ree Ae OH. 1,780 
Eat Se AMY 8: Peer eh oie 5 A a oa Fe 1,640 
iSO ene PACE gene Sak ny at eed 1,598 
US GS NER ae Rereee Ree Ree rote mene APR cy Bir cy sols varcev ove ence aa Sen tes 1,823 


The present year, of course, is only up todate. These fines came to the Town Trea- 
surer for all offences. 
4006a. Then the Scott Act fines went to the County Treasurer !—I imagine so. 
Rev. Jas. S. Ross. 
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4007a. Can you tell us the amount of money the municipality receives from license 
fees 1—I have the table from 1889, since repeal. 


Received for 


Year. License fees. 
TORO. (pelt Meme Pena IR! ATT | $2,340 
SOW W Gar Raber te 2d Barcus cle FAR AL ai ar ah ARI ale Oe AM a 2,710 
DSS, Satis eA WROTE 8 95 ich Fy cobalt eR noet NY tr ee et ian me ee 2,906 
Hone is au Oe es Be okie he un) 1) Solin | Raa Bee ge i mec A eR 2,648 
done Rote dot Sate Pe eke okey Woke GLEE yee eee Re aoe cents te gn nee Re 2,903 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4008a. As Town Clerk for so many years, have you a record of arrests for drunken- 
ness ‘No. 

4009a. Comparing the present state of things with that under the Scott Act, 
which is preferable, in your opinion ?—I think decidedly the present system is the more 
preferable. 

4010a. Do you know anything about the enforcement of the law in the rural parts 
of the county ?—I do not. 

40lla Why do you consider the license system preferable ?—In the first place, 
there are not as many places selling liquor as there were under the Scott Act. I am 
certain of that. 

4012a. Is there more liquor sold now ?—I do not know about that. Ido not suppose 
there is much difference. 

4013a. How many were there selling under the Scott Act /—That would be very 
hard to say. All the present hotels were selling, and a good lot, I suppose, outside of 
them. In fact, there was one place right across the road here during the Scott Act, 
and it closed up since the Scott Act was repealed. It was a saloon right opposite the 
Police Court. 

4014a. An open saloon !—Perfectly open. On Saturdays they were streaming in 
and out there all day. 

4015a. Was an attempt made to interfere with it /—He may have been fined ; I 
think possibly he was once. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


4016a. Were the police less diligent in arresting people who were drunk and dis- 
orderly during the Scott Act period, than before or since !—I do not think there was 
any difference. 

4017a. Did they discharge their duties then just the same as at present /—Just 
about the same. 

40184. In 1887, according to the return of the Sheriff, there were 570 committals 
to the county jail, as compared with 230 in 1890, less than one-half. The number of 
drunk and disorderlies committed in 1887 was 50, as compared with 51 in 1890. Would 
that indicate that just about a similar condition of things, as regards drunks and 
disorderlies, exists now as there was then !—I think about the same. 
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FRANCIS R. BALL, of Woodstock, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


4019a. How long have you been Crown Attorney for the County of Oxford !— 
Since 1863. 

4020a. As such you have conducted the local criminal business of the County !— 
Yes, and most of the assize business. 

402la. At the request of the Police Magistrate, in criminal cases you attend the 
Police Court /—I do when there are any important matters. 

4022a. Taking the cases you are called upon to prosecute as County Crown Attor- 
ney, do you find that any proportion of them may be attributed to intemperate habits 
on the part of the people charged !—My experience has been this: I have been in the 
county since 1860, that small offences, such as assaults, originate very often in drinking, 
but the more serious crimes, as a rule, do not. It is almost exclusively the others. 

4023a. Taking the more serious crimes of which you speak, are the men who commit 
them generally of intemperate habits?—I think not; certainly not when they commit 
the crime. 

4024a. Do you find cases of this kind occurring, that people under the influence of 
drink, or wanting to get drink, will commit some petty larceny in order to get money to 
buy drink /—That has not come under my observation. ~ 

4025a. Did you reside here during the time the Scott Act was in force ?—I did. 

4026a. As a citizen, did you observe how it was carried out !—Well, I was never 
in the taverns, although I am constantly in town. I know that the Inspector endea- 
voured to do his duty as well as it was possible for him to doit. I know I tried to 
prosecute everybody I found guilty, and I know the Police Magistrate is an extreme 
teetotaller, and certainly convicted every time he had an opportunity of doing so, and I 
think everything was done that was possible. But there was very little assistance 
rendered by the temperance people. Occasionally an anonymous letter would give us 
information that sometimes we could act upon and sometimes we could not. 

4027a. Where did the Inspector reside !—Here for the North Riding, and one at 
Galt for the South Riding. I am speaking more especially for the North Riding, I had 
very little to do with the South. 

4028a. Did this official attend to his duty ?}—I have not the slightest doubt about that. 

4029a. Notwitstanding the fact that you did not get aid from the temperance 
people, was the law efficiently carried out ?—Well, no. What I mean to say is, that I 
believe there was more liquor drank and more sold during the Scott Act than during the 
corresponding years either before or since. 

4030a. Now, if the officials carried out the law, to what do you attribute its failure? 
—First of all, I think the people were entirely opposed to the law, that is the majority of 
them. Then the people who bought the liquor would not inform unless as the result of 
a quarrel. I am satisfied there was more drunkenness on the streets in those times than 
there has ever been before or since—I have not the slightest hesitation in saying that ; 
and I[ attribute that to the fact that the liquor sellers dared not refuse to sell to their 
old customers. If aman went into a place he would insist upon getting what he chose 
to drink. They had no control over him, they dared not refuse it to him. 

4031a. In cases that were tried under the Act did you find perjury to any extent ? 
—I believe there was more perjury and fraud committed during those three years than 
during the forty years I have been in the county. I have not the slightest hesitation in 
saying that. 

4032a. Did you ever prosecute cases where men were charged with breaking the 
license law !—Certainly I did, for the North Riding. 

4033a. Did you find much perjury in those cases ?—Some, at least that was the im- 
pression I derived from the evidence I heard. 

4034a. Did you find perjury to the same extent asin Scott Act cases ?—No, I think 
not. Asa rule, the evidence of the offence is pretty clear, and it is not very often that / 
the men themselves will deny it, although they do occasionally. 

Francis R. Bau. 
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4035a. Do you find that, in regard to breaking the prohibitory clauses of the license 
act, there is a stronger sentiment in the community against it than there was against 
Scott Act offences !—Very much more. During the Scott Act we had two or three 
serious riots here. 

4036a. How did they occur !—From fellows coming in from a distance, going round 
and professing to get liquor at almost every tavern in town, and then laying informa- 
tion. There were two or three very serious disturbances. Some of the people I prose- 
cuted, those I could get hold of. It was a very serious unpleasantness. 

4037a. Was there a feeling against these men !—There was a feeling against the in- 
formers and that led to the disturbance. 

4038a. Were the persons who made this disturbance punished ?— Yes, I prosecuted 
a lot of them and had them fined, all I could lay my hands on, at least enough to make 
anexample of. I did not take up everybody, but I think I prosecuted five or six of 
them on each occasion. 

4039a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Domin- 
ion —I do not believe it is possible to carry out any prohibitory law ; I do not believe 
the results would be good. People take extreme views on temperance, and attribute al- 
most all the evils in the country to intemperance. My experience is that there is not a 
great deal of drinking here. I believe there was more drinking when I came here in 
1850, with a population of 1,200, than there is to-day with 9,000 or 10,000. Ihave not 
the slightest hesitation in saying that. 

4040a. We have been told that in Woodstock there are only two policemen ?—That 
is all. Itis very seldom indeed you seea drunken person on the streets. During the 
Scott Act period I saw a great many, not only men, but two or three respectable looking 
women drunk, a thing I had never seen since I have lived here. I do not believe, tak- 
ing the whole country round, that there is a more orderly and sober lot of people than 
you will find in this town. Of course, the farmers that come in here Saturday will 
drink a glass or two of beer, but nothing to hurt them. I have seen very little drunken- 
ness indeed. 

4041a. It has been stated that when the Scott Act was in force there was a place 
apparently opposite the Police Court where liquor was sold ?—I heard that. I have been 
past the place. 

4042a. Was the man ever convicted ?—He was not supposed to sell anything but 
temperance drinks, but I daresay he sold liquor, although I do not know it. We never 
could catch him—at least if he was caught he was fined, but I do not recollect whether 
he was caught or not. 

4043a. Did you find that almost all the fines under the Scott Act were fines for 
what are called first offences /—I know that invariably we laid the charge as a second 
offence when it was so, and the third offence the same. I think in one case I allowed a 
third offence to be withdrawn, and only one. 

4044a. Were there many imprisoned here?—Yes. One man told me he was im- 
prisoned here and fined $750 at the time of the Scott Act, aman down in Blenheim. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod ; 


4045a. Did he keep on selling !—He gave up after that. 

4046a. The Scott Act then prohibited him ?—It did prohibit him until the man 
had nothing left. 

4047a. Has he a license now ?— Yes, he is a decent fellow. 

4048a. The Scott Act did drive him out of the business?—It prevented him from 
selling. 

4049a. And the license law re-established him and he flourishes, I suppose ?—He 
does not do much flourishing. He keeps out in a small village. 

4050a. Do you think the license law is pretty well observed?—I think, on the 
whole, it is, and I think there is very little drinking on Sunday, scarcely any. I have: 
directed the Inspector and others to watch for drinking on Sunday, and I think in the 
towns the Sunday law is extremely well observed. I wanted to find out whether the 
reports were true that were circulated by extreme temperance people that there was a 
great deal of Sunday drinking, and I called the attention of the Inspector to it, and I 
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know that every exertion has been made to detect them if possible. Of course, the In- 
spector has great difficulty in enforcing the law because he is well known, and without 
the assistance uf people outside, both of the police and of the Inspector, it is utterly im- 
possible to enforce such a law ; because the police are well known, the Inspector is well 
known, and it is an extraordinary thing if he can catch them in the very act. He must 
depend upon the information that he receives from outside, and if people will not give 
that, then it is impossible to enforce the law. 

405la. Sometimes it is contended that when licenses are granted the license holders 
are on their honour and are more likely to observe the principles of the License Act than 
they would a prohibitory law when they would have no license !—I will say this for the 
licensees of this county, that as a whole they are a very respectable body of men and try 
to keep the law very fairly. 

4052a. About those riots you have spoken of, could you give us a little more infor- 
mation about the parties who were concerned in them /—There was a gang of fellows, I 
think, that came down from London on the first occasion, and they laid information and 
swore to the facts before the Police Magistrate. They were driven up to the office of the 
lawyer who was acting for the temperance association at the time, and privately kept 
there. J went down in the afternoon, and there was a crowd of two or three hundred 
people gathered along the street here. J observed the two tavern keepers who were 
complained of, and upon my remonstrating with them, I think they went up and insisted 
that the crowd should disperse, and they dispersed, and the thing was ended in five 
‘minutes. 

4053a. Was the riot under the control of the tavern keepers !—There were twe 
tavern keepers who were no doubt ring-leaders, although they were standing there per- 
fectly quiet. I saw that they were at the head of it, andI told them pretty plainly I 
would not put up with it and would not have breaches of the peace, and the crowd dis- 
persed and followed the men down to the railway. A lot of the people I had arrested 
and fined at the asizes afterwards. 

4054a. It would be fair, then, to infer that since the tavern keepers had sufficient 
authority over the mob to dispersed it at your suggestion, the mob was in the interest 
of those tavern keepers?—I told the mob I would have them arrested if they did not 
dissolve. 

4055a. As a man of large experience, would you attribute that to the Scott Act, or 
to the defiant disposition of the tavern keepers and their followers ?—That is a difficult 
question to answer. The mass of the people of this town were very much opposed to the 
law from beginning to end, and there had been more or less of that going on, respectable 
people who had shop licenses and tavern licenses being fined on the evidence of these in- 
formers, evidence that, I confess myself, I would not believe. If I had been sitting as 
Magistrate, they would not have been fined. 

4056a. You spoke about perjury. Do you hold the law responsible for the perjury ? 
—Men of that class come here in the hope of getting a portion of the fine, or of being 
rewarded by the temperance association and under these circumstances one is very suspi- 
cious of a man who will undertake, merely for the sake of a reward, to do a thing that 
they would not dare to do otherwise. It is my opinion that men who come down here 
to make money by laying information, are not men whom one is very much inclined to 
believe under oath. | 

4057a. But we have heard in other places that a great deal of perjury was commit- 
ted in the interest of those charged with violation of the law, by persons who declared 
that they had not bought any liquors ?—I believe that, too. 

4058a. Do you hold the law responsible for that !—That is a deduction you must 
make out for yourself. You must not ask me for a deduction on oath. Ihave not the 
slightest hesitation in saying that there was a large amount of perjury on both sides, 
people trying to evade the charges made, and others trying to fasten them, sometimes 
stating truly, and sometimes stating, I think, what was utterly untrue in order to secure 
a conviction. I believe there was more perjury, more disturbance, more breaches of the 
law and more fraud in selling liquor during those three years, than have taken place 
during the whole of the rest of the forty years that I have been in the county. 

Francis R. Batt. 
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4059a. Is that one reason why you would have the law repealed, because there was 
so much perjury !—There are other reasons. I do not think it is possible to enforce prac- 
tically a sumptuary law of that kind. The result would be constant breaches of the 
law, and teaching the people to disregard laws of more importance. Another thing, I 
believe that if it was impossible for people to get liquor, they would take to various other 
things, such as laudanum and chloral, and all sort of things to satisfy their appetite. 
In this town I do not know more than eight or ten persons who drink to excess, that 
you can call drunkards. My own notion of a temperance law would be to make the manu- 
facture, importation and sale of ardent spirits a Government monopoly, and not allow 
them to be sold at all except by the Government. 

4060a. That is the Gothenburg system ’—I do not propose to go that far. I would 
make a depot at only one place in the Province, and if a man wanted liquor he would 
have the price of all the qualities stuck up in the post office, and he could get an order 
book from the Government in which he could state the quantity and the quality of the 
liquor, and send his money by post office order. 

4061la. You would not let every man purchase !—I would not allow any man to sell. 

4062a. Is that not a sort of class legislation? Would it not enable a man who has 
means to send away and get a quantity, while it would practically prohibit the poor man 
from buying !—I would allow beer, native wines and cider to be sold at taverns, and ma- 
nufactured under Government inspection, not to contain over a certain amount of alcohol. 
The result of that, in my opinion, would be to do away with drunkenness altogether, or 
practically. 

4063a. Then you really object to the liquor traffic as it is carried on ?—Yes, I do, 
although I think we have about as good a license law as we can possibly get. 

4064a. You have said that you think the license law is very well observed here. 
Have there been many prosecutions for violations of the license law !—Quite a number. 

4065a. Have any holders of shop licenses been prosecuted for selling by the glass? 
—Not since the Scott Act. 

4066a. While the license law has been very well observed, there have been, never- 
theless, a number of prosecutions for violations of the law :—Yes, some tavern keepers. 

4067a. Are we to understand, then, that those men who violated the Scott Act 
when no licenses were granted, now that they have permission to sell six days in a week 
under a license, and within certain hours, violate the law as to the other hours and as 
to the seventh day ?—A number have been prosecuted for selling after hours on Saturday 
night, but I do not remember any case of Sunday selling, although there may have been. 

4068a. Have any of these been charged more than once with violations of the law? 
—Yes, a few of them. Prosecutions, I think, have averaged forty-five a quarter. 

4069a. Do your prosecutions include all the actual offences ‘—I cannot answer that. 

4070a. Do you believe there are fourteen actual hotels in the town of Woodstock ? 
—I think they have all got the accommodations required by the law, although there are 
two or three of them that ought to be done away with, and I myself voted for a reduc- 
tion of the number for the very purpose of getting those out of the way. 

4071a. We are told that though the people have voted by a majority to have the 
number of licenses reduced, they have not been reduced !—The Town Council took strong 
action against it. The question was really brought up at the last election—and a regular 
temperance ticket was brought out, but of course they were defeated. 

4072a. But the popular vote taken since was in favour of reducing the number of 
licenses ?—That was the year before. The object was to reduce the number by three or 
four, and it was with the view of getting the licenses taken away from these people that 
I myself, like many others, voted for the reduction. 

4073a. You are an old man now, you have been an observant man, I have no doubt, 
a good many years ; will you tell us whether you have observed that the liquor trafic 
through all these years has had any injurious effect upon the social conditions, and the 
moral, and upon the industrial interests of the community !—Well, as I have said, there 
are perhaps eight or ten persons in town who drink to excess, of course their families 
necessarily suffer in consequence. My experience is that in nine cases out of ten you 
will find that a drunkard is either an old countryman or the son of an old countryman, 
and not a Canadian. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


4074a. In case of the passage of a prohibitory law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery 
rendered useless ?—I think it would be an atrocious thing to take away their property 
without some remuneration, and I believe it would ruin the country if we attempted to 
pay them. We are between the devil and the deep sea. Take this town, for instance. 
Probably the money invested in houses and in furniture for taverns, would not be less 
than $80,000, or $100,000. Is the town to pay that? 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4075a. Suppose the licenses were cut off, would the town pay compensation !—My 
own notion is that there should be license to sell beer and native wines not exceeding a 
certain percentage of alcohol, and I would do away with the sale of malt liquors and 
ardent spirits. 

40760. You would favour facilities for the sale of light wines and beer in preference 
to strong liquors !—Yes, with just enough alcohol to preserve them. My notion is that 
a man could not very well make himself drunk on these light drinks. 


W. G. McKAY, of Woodstock, License Inspector, North Riding of Oxford, on 
being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald . 


4077a. Where do you reside?—In Woodstock. I have resided here for about 
forty-one years. 

4078a. How long have you been Inspector?—Since the Crooks Act came into force. 
I was Inspector during the Scott Act regime. 

4079a. Did you hear Mr. Ball give his evidence ?—I did. 

4080a. He says he believes you did your utmost to carry out that Act. Do you 
confirm his statement ?—I say under oath that I did my utmost. 

408la. Did you find difficulties in your way ?—Very many. 

4082a. State what they were?—I did not have the sympathy of the people as I 
would like to have had it, to assist me in enforcing the Act. I made several seizures in 
hotels, and got convictions under those seizures. J have with me the number of the 
convictions under the Scott Act, which I will read. 


Year. Prosecutions. Convictions. 
1886-87 47 26 
1887-88 109 60 
1888-89 81 40 


The amounts derived from fines in each year respectively were, $1,500, $3,750, 
$2,550. 

4083a. Was this money paid over to the County Treasurer ?—These moneys were 
paid over by the Police Magistrate, Mr. Kilburn, who was Police Magistrate for the 
North Riding. 

4084a. He was not only Police Magistrate for the town ?—He was for the town 
and for the county. ; 

4085a. Is he Police Magistrate for the town now ?—No. Dr. Field is the Police 
Magistrate now, but Mr. Kilburn was Police Magistrate for the town under the Scott 
Act. These moneys did not go through my hands, they went into the treasury. 
i 4086a. Under the Order in Council which gave the fines to the municipalities }— 

es. 
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4087a. Did you find it difficult to obtain information under which to lay prosecu- 
tions /—Yes, I did. I used all the means and stratagem in my power to enforce the 
Act, but I found it very difficult. However, I succeeded in a measure. 

4088a. Was there a body of persons, either a committee or otherwise, who gave 
you information !—There were some of the temperance people to whom I was very much 
obliged. One or two of them assisted me a good deal. 

4089a. We have been told that the sale of liquor in Woodstock during that time 
was quite open ?-—It was not very open. Of course, the bars were open and they were 
selling through the night ; and on several occasions when I found out that they had 
whisky, I made a raid and seized the whisky if I could find it. In some cases where 
I prosecuted, the evidence was not reliable, although I believe myself there was a great 
deal of perjury and false swearing in connection with the evidence. 

4090a. This opinion you had formed from listening to the evidence —Yes. 

4091a. We have been told that there was a place almost opposite the Police Court 
itself ?—There was. 

4092a. Did you try to get that place closed up ?—He was fined three times. 

4093a. Was he fined for a third offence !—For a third offence. 

4094a. And sent to jail?—No. He was fined for a second offence, and then he 
left the place. 

4095a. He was fined three times, and two of those were first offences, and one a 
second offence ?—That was it, then he gave it up. 

4096a. Did you find this difficulty, that when you had a man fined and closed up 
the place, some new person would spring up in the same place to carry on the business ? 
—JI found it so in the rural districts, not in the towns. 

4097a. In the town, were the persons against whom you had cases, generally those 
who had previously been licensed !—Yes. 

4098a. Were there any new people at all in the town ?—Oh, yes. 

4099a. That had not held a license before ?—Yes, there were some. 

4100a. Did you find that there prevailed in this county a system of leases being 
given ?—I did. When a man had been fined once and was summoned again, he would 
lease his bar to some other person. That was in the rural districts, but nothing occurred 
in the town like that. 

410la. Were there people in the town of Woodstock who were fined from time to | 
time, and who still kept on selling !—Yes. 

4102a. How did you find the state of public sentiment in regard to aiding to 
enforce the law ?—I did not find it very favourable. 

4103a. Did you find the state of public sentiment as favourable toward the enforce- 
ment of that law as it is in regard to the license law /—No. 

4104a. Did you find that public sentiment would favour you in enforcing the license 
law to a greater extent than enforcing the Scott Act ?—Far more. 

4105a. How do you find the license law observed ?—I find it pretty well observed. 
I have with me a statement of the number of convictions. 

4106a. Just read it, if you please. 


Year. Prosecutions. Convictions. Fines Collected. 
TSSOLS Lea ae et lei aew pe eee pee 5 7 7 $160 
NSSPA8 DAE Ape: eee eee ane £0 v6 6 160 
ES in a ea BI Casual k rcs ee 10 9 195 
I oversee sama lde A eran ten f'5 en Goa e ce 24, 17 300 
dete y eS Ia scans S Rbns ates Pee acne 14 Hal 220 
IR otatarern Cos tp eoe fhe ety Te eee Se eee ee 14 13 ae) 
LSS GO OMA etc vs a ores 17 9 360 
ERO OO epee Ctra d a tavinty ate, dee ht- one 19 12 600 
DB OND eta trees Woes oe tcdds hash ci sveniwees 21 14 520 
BOBO ee ede Rte ct ruse Motels ch Noma 20 16 330 
LOO AN eee gee Parkland otiy Besa th: ts 9 8 


The year commences on the lst of August of each year. 
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4107a. Are the figures for the towns /—Not alone. I cannot tell you exactly ; I did 
not take the town municipalities. These are for the North Riding. 

4108a. At the time the Scott Act was in force, you had the North Riding just as 
you have now the south district /—Yes. 

4109a. Can you tell us what the difticulties were in the villages and rural districts 4 
—In one of the outside villages I found the difficulty you suggested a few moments ago 
about the leasing of bars. I had the original hotel keeper hauled up several times, and 
he made a lease over to another party. Then I had him up two or three times, and he 
swore himself clean through. At last I made a raid and found liquor and had him con- 
victed, and he gave it up. 

4110a. Was that the one that Mr. Hall told us about who was fined so often }— 
No. There was one man in this town who was fined very often under the Scott Act, 
and at last he ran away. 

41lla. Did he leave any fines in arrears !—Yes, and they never could be collected. 

4112a. In rural districts was there any trouble with men carrying liquor about and 
selling it ?—I heard of no such cases. 

4113a. Do you favour, yourself, the passing of a general prohibitory law for the 
Dominion ?—I would indeed if it could be enforced ; but if it is going to work the same 
as the Scott Act did, I would be very much opposed to it. 

4114a. To what do you attribute the failure of the Scott Act?’—At the time I 
thought that it was on account of the majority of the people being opposed to it. 

4115a. But a large majority of the people voted in favour of it /—There was a large 
majority for it in the first place, but there was a big majority against it when it was 
repealed. 

4116a. There was a majority of 775 in the county for it when it was passed. Do 
you mean to say that the people who voted for it satisfied themselves with voting, and 
did not aid you any afterwards in carrying it out !—I do not know. 

4117a. After the sentiment of the county had manifested itself in putting the law 
upon the Statute-book, do you mean to say that the sentiment of the people was against 
the enforcement of the law !—Well, it seemed to me during the first year of the Act 
that they would rather have a license system, and therefore they did not trouble them- 
selves to give information to try to enforce it. 

4118a. Did that same state of things continue during the three years /—Yes. 

4119a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Act ?—Just to what I have said, 
that the people were sick of it, as it were, and did not sympathize with the Act. There 
was a good deal of drinking going on during those three years, more than now. 

4120a. In case of the enactment of a general prohibitory law for the Dominion, to 
whom would you entrust the enforcement of it, to Dominion officials, or to the Provincial, 
or to the local officials !—I do not think it would be wise to have the local authorities 
enforce it. 

4121la. You do not think it would be well to have the Town Council enforce it for 
the town ?—I do not. 

4122a. Would you have it enforced by the Provincial officers or the Dominion 
officers !—I would not like to say. I am under the Provincial Government now, and it 
would be natural for me to say that I would prefer the Provincial Government. But so 
far as I am concerned, I am not particular which Government enforce it, if it is passed. 

4123a. But you would hope for a better enforcement of it than you had of the 
Scott Act 1—I would, indeed. 

4124a. Why ?—Because if liquor was not manufactured at all, it would not be so 
easy to get it. 

4125a. You think that by prohibiting the manufacture you could get rid of it easier 
and prevent its being brought in /—Yes. 

4126a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour the importation 
of liquor for mechanical, medicinal and sacramental purposes ?—I do not know what is 
required for medicinal purposes. J never used any of it in my life. So far as sacra- 
mental purposes are concerned, I believe the church I belong to would favour prohibi- 
tion. 
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4127a. I suppose you know there are other communions that take a different view ? 
—There are. 

4128a. How would you legislate in regard to that question, then?—I am one of 
those who would just as lief take home made wine as any other wine for sacramental 
purposes. 

4129a. In case of the enactment of sucha law, would you deem it right that bre wers 
and distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery that would be 
rendered useless !—I would consider it a hard matter if the brewers and distillers, who 
have thousands of dollars invested in property like that, were not remunerated in some 
way. 

4130a. From your observation, comparing the license law and the Scott Act, under 
which system was there the most drunkenness !/—I think there was more under the Scott 
Act—I certainly think so. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


413la. I think you said that the Scott Act did drive out the man that kept a drink 
shop across the way here !—That is my impression, and it drove out another man in town 
here. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4132a. What time in the history of the Act was this man driven out ?—I cannot 
remember the year. 

4133a. Was it the first, or second, or third year !—I rather think it was the second 
year. I am not very sure about it. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4134a. You say it drove out another man?—Yes. 

4135a. So it did demonstrate its power somewhat, then!—Yes. I made a seizure 
in his place, and he was very wild and threatened this and that. It cost him, I am told 
by some of the lawyers in town, over eleven hundred dollars in fines and in defending 
prosecutions against him during the Scott Act period. 

4136a. You said you did not get very much help in enforcing the Scott Act. Who 
helps you in enforcing the license law !—The Chief of Police here assists me. I know 
this much, that last fall I came to town here pretty late, and I went to a certain hotel, 
went right through it, and found the bar closed. I made my way to the east end of the 
town and met a hotel-keeper a little this side of his house, and he said: ‘“ Ah, I heard 
you were coming, so you need not come any further.” JI just turned on my heel and came 
back home that night. I found they had telephoned to one another. They had men to 
watch the movements of the Chief and myself. 

4137a. Did the Chief of Police help you to enforce the Scott Act?—He was not 
here at the time. 

4138a. Did the then Chief help you ?—We had a man named Smith, but he was no 
use, he was too fond of it himself, 

4139a. Would you therefore attribute the failure of the Scott Act to the fact that 
_ he was of no use?—I would to a very large extent. 

4140a. So that something must be charged to the inefficiency of an official !—Yes, 
there is no doubt at all about that. 

4141a. You stated that the temperance people generally did not give you much 
help in enforcing the law !—There was a party in town here that did all they could to 
assist me. 

4142a. But I think you said there are more who are ready to give help in enforc- 
ing the license law /—I think there are. 

4143a. What classes of people are they ?—They are the temperance people. 

4144a. Do the licensees themselves ever give you any help against other licensees 
who break the law ?—No, that would not do. 

4145a. Do the licensees ever give you any information, or help to enforce the law 
against illicit sellers ?—Well, some years ago they did, but to my knowledge at present 
I do not know that there are any illicit sellers in town. 
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4146a. Have there been any unlicensed persons fined within the last year ?—Yes, 
there was one woman fined. She was hauled up, and lawyer McKay came into the police 
office and told the Police Magistrate that the woman desired him to plead guilty on her 
behalf. I had three charges against her, and the lawyer did plead guilty on her behalf. 
The case was appealed and went to certiorari, and she had evidence and affidavits be- 
fore the courts that she never authorized McKay to plead guilty on her behalf. A man 
by the name of Lappin, was fined out in the country. 

4147a. So there has been more than one unlicensed person fined since last year ? 
—Yes. 

4148a. Have these two persons been fined more than once ?—Lappin was hauled up 
before ; when he was hauled up the second time, he left the country. 

4149a. So that you forced him out ?—TI forced him out. 

4150a. Was he a resident or a stranger ?—He was a resident in the vicinity where 
he lived, about seven miles from here. 

415la. Was the Scott Act better enforced outside Woodstock than in the town !— 
I do not think it was. 

4152a. Of course you are Inspector for a very large district, and it is not possible 
for any one man to keep an eye on the whole riding ?—I cannot do it. 

4153a. Is there a brewery in this county /—There is one in this town. 

4154a. Was that in existence during the Scott Act period?—No, I think not. I 
think it was in existence prior to the Scott Act. 

4155a. Did the Scott Act shut it up ?—I do not know what shut it up, but it was 
shut up. 

4156a. Well, it did shut up during the Scott Act period ?—That is my recollection 
now. 

4157a. Would that be because he could not find a market for his product ?—I do 
not know why. I know that the proprietor, Mr. Collins, died. Whether that would 
be the means of the closing of the brewery, I do not know. 

4158a. But since the license law came into operation again, the brewery sprung 
into being and went on with its work—A year or two ago I was authorized by the 
Government to make him pay a license, and I got a license fee out of him of $250. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4159a. How many years ago was that after the repeal of the Scott Act?—It was 
two years ago, I think. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


4160a. Was it two years ago that you were directed by the Government to collect 
a license fee —One year ago. 
4161a. How long had he been running ?—He just began the spring before that, I 
think. 
4162a. You remained in Woodstock during the time of the Scott Act ?—I did. 
4163a. Of course you were on the ground here most of the time !—I was. 
4164a. And you made every reasonable effort to enforce the law here !—I certainly 
did. 

4165a. Now, regarding the rural part of your district —We held our courts out at 
Plattsville, twenty miles from here. The Magistrate lived in that village, and if I had 
a case in that direction, I would have to go there. That is the reason why my district 
was changed. 

4166a. Was the condition of things under the Scott Act any better in the rural 
districts than at present under the license ?—I do not think so, that is my candid 
opinion. 

4167a. Was the condition of things as good and as favourable to morality and 
temperance under the Scott Act as at present under license ?—I could not say as to the 
moral condition ; but I know this much, for instance, the people of Tavistock, up here 
on the line between Oxford and Perth, and those living five or six miles back in the 
County of Oxford, would go up to Perth and get their liquor and bring it home in quan- 
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tities to their houses, because they could not get it in that shapein the North Riding of 
Oxford. Therefore, I think, that on the whole, the condition of affairs was not as good 
as it is under the license system. 

4168a. But the sale was not in Oxford ?—It was in Perth. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4169. Because they could not procure it near at home they went off and got it in 
large quantities and took it into their families 1—That is what I have been told. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4170a. Do you know of any country where a law preventing the manufacture, im- 
portation and sale of intoxicating liquors is in force ?—I do not. 


DAVID R. ROSS, of Embro, Oxford County, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


4171a. Will you tell us your residence and your business !—I reside in the village 
of Embro, in the North riding of Oxford ; and I have been a License Commissioner for 
three years. 

4172a. Were you License Commissioner under the Scott Act ?—Yes. 

4173a. What is your business occupation ?—Miller and farmer. 

4174a. Will tell us how you found the Scott Act carried out in the section where 
you reside !—The Act was passed by a considerable majority in our section, and for six 
months it was fairly well enforced. But there were so many things in the way that it 
soon came to be less well enforced. 

4175a. Did you find that at first in that section there was an opinion on the part 
of the people that the sale of liquor must be given up ?—That was the expectation. 

4176a. Then did you find that the sale commenced and became more open !—There 
was no sale at all at first. It began this way. Just north of our township was the 
county of Perth, and the town village of Tavistock was close by. Under the Act it 
appears that druggists could sell, and the impression got out that the druggists were 
actually selling in quantities for drinking purposes. It also became notorious that no 
attention was paid to the law in the town of Woodstock where the sale was quite open, 
and all these things had an influence. 

4177a. Woodstock is really the central point in the county for people to come on 
business ?—It is where all our county businessis done. For ten miles away the people 
all come here very often. 

4178a. From what you saw of the Scott Act and the subsequent license law, which 
do you think is preferable in the interests of the community /—Well, had the Scott Act 
been carried out as it was for the first twelve months, there is no comparison at all. I 
would prefer the Scott Act as it was at first. 

4179a. But taking the Scott Act as it was carried out, and taking the license law 
as it is now carried on, which would you prefer?—We found that the Scott Act, after 
it was amended, could be carried out to the satisfaction of those who wished to see it in 
force. But after a time it fell into disrepute, and the people who werein favour of it at 
first, either voted for repeal or did not vote at all. 

4180a. Did you support it in the first instance !—Yes. 

418la. Did you at the end?!—Yes, our municipality gave a majority in favour of 
it at the end, and I voted to sustain it. JI am in favour of prohibition on principle. 

4182a. Would you favour a law that would prohibit the manufacture, importation 
and sale of liquor altogether except for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purpo- 
ses /—I would favour prohibiting liquor as a beverage. 
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4183a. Do you know any country where such a law is in force?—No, I am not 
very well versed in the laws of other countries. 

4184a. In case such a law were passed, would you favour remuneration to brewers 
and distillers for their plant and machinery which would be rendered useless !—I do not 
know very much about brewers, we do not have any ; and as for distillers, I think they 
are in a position that they do not need much compensation. 

4185a. You would just let them stand the loss ’—In my own business, if our ma- 
chinery becomes useless, we get no remuneration. 

4186a. Supposing there was a law passed to-morrow saying that your mill must be 
closed up, and if your machinery was rendered useless by that legislation, would you 
deem it right that the community which passed such a law should pay you for your 
machinery /—It did actually occur in my case; the public patronage was transferred 
from one class of milling to another, and the machinery I had was useless. 

4187a. How did that occur ?—-Public opinion, the people actually left me. 

4188a. Very well, that was your own act ?—It was their act. 

4189. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Dominion, to 
whom would you give the enforcement of it, to Dominion, Provincial or municipal offi- 
cers ?—I am under the impression that the Government which enacted the law had 
better provide the officials. 

4190a. And pay them, I suppose 7—A man must be paid for anything he does. 

419la. Would you have the Dominion pay them or the municipalities /—I do not 
know about that. 

4192a. In case of the enactment of such a law, have you considered how the reve- 
nue would be made up to the Dominion, the Provinces and the municipalities ?—I am 
quite willing to pay my share of direct taxation to get rid of the liquor trafic. 

4193a. You think it would be better to take that course and get rid of it, than 
have it remain ?—Yes, because we suffer more direct loss from the liquor traffic than we 
would from direct taxation. 

4194a. Is there much poverty in the section where you reside ?—Not much. Most 
of the poor people we have, it is through the effects of the liquor trafiic. 

4195a. Have you many of these !—Not very many. 

4196a. As a License Commissioner, I suppose you are called upon to administer the 
law granting licenses ?—Yes. 

4197a, Do you find it a difficult position to occupy !—No, it is quite easy. 

4198a. Have you no trouble at all in deciding between rival applicants for licen- 
ses /—There are few applications now, they are getting less all the time. 

4199a. Is it the same men from year to year who apply for licenses ?—No, there 
are a good many changes, new men coming in. 

4200a. Have you any municipalities under the new Ontario prohibitory Act ?— 
Yes, there are two townships in South Oxford. 

4201la. Do you know anything of the working of the law there ?—I cannot say. In 
the township in which I live there were half a dozen licenses a few years ago, now there 
is only one. That is the township of West Zorra. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


4202a. I think you stated that for the first six months the Scott Act was well 
enforced 1— Yes. 

4203a. What caused the enforcement to drop off ?—People going to other towns to 
get liquor, also the bad repute in which it was held in the town of Woodstock, which 
was the centre of the county, and where everybody goes. It was found of no use to 
enforce the law. 

4204a. In your own district it was well enforced until the people found that it was 
not enforced in other parts of the county, and then they dropped off?—About that. 

4205a. The Inspector lives here—did you hear his statement a few minutes ago? 
—Yes. He described the general impression at the time. 


Davip R. Ross. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 239 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4206a. And the fact that you were adjacent to a license community, had some 
effect upon the enforcement of the Act?—Yes, it had some. There were London, Strat- 
ford and Tavistock, where people could get liquor. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4207a. How near is Woodstock to the county boundary of Oxford ’—It is about 
fifteen miles from here to the Perth line. Tavistock is directly north from here fourteen 
or fifteen miles. 

4208a. Would the proximity of Woodstock to some other county where there was 
a license law in force, have anything to do with the non-enforcement of the law here ?— 
I do not think so, it is too far away ; but the very fact that there were two wholesale 
licenses here, shows the absurdity of our attempting to carry it out. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4209a. And besides, the druggists could sell /—I cannot say much about the drug- 
gists, there were two wholesale licenses granted in this town. 

4210a. We were told to-day that the people of Woodstock voted to reduce the 
number of licenses here, and the City Council refused to do so, and the Board of Com- 
missioners refused to do so. As you are a License Commissioner, perhaps you can give 
us an explanation ?—I used every effort to have the views of the town carried out. 

421la. How many members are there on the Board ?—Three, and I found the other 
members of the Board were not in sympathy. The fact is, they were not in sympathy 
with restriction at all. 

4212a. The people said they wanted the number of licenses reduced, but the 
majority of the License Board thought otherwise /—At that time the Board was not in 
favour of restriction. 
4213a. Has the Board changed since then !—Both the sentiment and the personnel 
have changed. I think they are now in accord with public opinion. At any rate, at 
our last issue of licenses we passed a resolution that if the same Board were in power 
next year, the number of licenses would be reduced in this town. 

4214a. The reduction is likely to take place ?—Certainly, with the same Board, be- 
cause I know the sentiment of the Board now is that not only should licenses be reduced 
in Woodstock, but in the rural districts also. If the same Board are re-appointed, I 
think that will be done. 

4215a. Do you think the establishment of licensed places throughout the country 
districts, has a good effect on those districts ’—Decidedly the other way. There is no 
district in the township where I live where a hotel can get a license now. In the village 
of Kintore an effort was made to get a license last year, and the man could not get the 
requisite number of signers, there had been a large petition against it. The year before 
last, in another village, an effort was made to get a license, but the man could not get 
the required number of signers. 

4216a. No new man can get a license !—The old houses are endured. There was 
only one license in West Zorra, and a petition was sent in to the Commissioners this last 
spring to have it done away with, but the petition was not as largely signed as we 
thought it ought to be. The hotel is close to a school house, and we found for some 
reason or other that the majority of the people in that section did not sign the petition. 
Of course, I learned the reason afterwards, private reason. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4217a. Was it an old established hotel ?—Yes, the man that keeps it, keeps it 
efficiently. 
By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


4218a. It is more difficult to remove an old established hotel than it is to deal with 
an applicant for a new license?—A new licensee cannot get in at all in the rural dis- 
tricts out that way, the people do not want them. 
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4219a. Have you observed the effect of the drink traffic on the condition of the 
people generally through your section. Is it good or bad ?—It is that bad that I am 
quite willing to pay, indeed I offered to pay, half the license fee of our village to the 
Council if they would do away with the license, and another man _ here would pay the 
other half, merely on financial grounds. 

42200, You think that financially it is a detriment to the community !—Yes, I 
know it is to me. 

4221a. I should think so, when you are willing to make up half the receipts from 
the license fee !—We had our village fair one day last week, and the next day two of 
my men did not show up. They got the worse for liquor, and were not able to work. 
One of them was a very important man to my business. 


Rey. J.C. FARTHING, of Woodstock, Clerk in Holy Orders, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


4222a. How long have you resided here ?—Five years last June. 

4223a. Was the ‘Scott Act in force when you came here !— Yes. 

4224a,. How did you find it observed !—There was hardly any perceptible obser- 
vance of it at all. 

4225a,. Have you heard the statement made here by other witnesses this afternon 
as to the condition of things in the district !—TI have. 

4226a. Do you concur with them ?—I concur with the statement that the Scott 
Act was a lamentable failure in the town of Woodstock, in my judgement. 

4227a. Which do you prefer, the Scott Act or a license law ?—The license law to 
day is better enforced. 

4228a. There was a document read here this afternoon concerning a meeting held 
by you and Rev. Mr. Brady, in the vestry of your church, with a view to try and get 
the Sunday law observed !—I heard it. 

4229a. I would like to hear your statement concerning that meeting ?—The object 
of the meeting was to get them to observe the Saturday night provision as well as Sun- 
day closing. 

4230a. Had there been trouble about Saturday night selling ?’—We felt that there 
had been a good deal of trouble about Sunday observance, especially. 

4231la. The effort was one put forward in the interest of temperance !—Entirely so. 

49320. Asa clergyman, you come in contact, of course, with people of all classes. 
Do you find that there is much poverty and distress caused from intemperance in this 
community /—A good deal, but I do not consider itis at all a drinking community ; in 
fact it is the most sober community I have ever had the good fortune to live inso far. 

4233a. It will compare favourably with any other community !—I think so. 

4234a, Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion ?— 
T would not. 

4235a. The question has been raised, in case such a law were passed, of making an 
exception in favour of liquors for medicinal and sacramental purposes. In the Church 
of England, I believe the rule is that the wine must be fermented when it is used for 
the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper !—Yes. 

4236a. So far as that communion is concerned, then, a law that would prevent the 
importation or manufacture of wine for that purpose, would be infringing upon the 
religious principles of adherents of that church!—Certainly. 

4237a. In case such a law were enacted, would you deem it right that remuneration 
should be made to brewers and distillers for the loss of their plant and machinery that 
would be rendered useless ?—I should think if the Government licenses a business and 
makes it legal, if they afterwards took away that business, they should certainly com- 
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pensate the men who suffer the loss. It seems to me an act of common justice. If the 
business was not licensed now, it would not be necessary to make compensation, in my 
judgment. 

4238a. Have you any suggestions yourself to make as to whether any additional 
restrictions should be put upon the liquor traftic !— Well, I think the bar trade is a great 
injury to any community. 

4239a. What you call a saloon?—Yes. The bar trade of ordinary saloons and hotels, 
I think, is a great evil, becaused it encourages men to drink, to stand the treat, as the 
expression is, which they would not otherwise do. I would favour anything that would 
curtail the bar trade. I do not consider it necessary in the community, in fact I think 
it is there that the evil is done. 

4240. You think the treating customs are injurious?—I do. But I think that 
during the last few years temperance education has made wonderful strides. If we take 
the applications for licenses themselves, they show that the trade is not as profitable as 
it was, and the social drinking customs of private houses have wonderfully improved. 
I can remember in my own short experience that the social drinking customs have 
entirely changed, so much so that now oneseldom sees wine used in private entertainments, 
in this town at all events ; and I think it is so in most places. It is the exception where 
they use liquor in these social gatherings. I think that temperance education is going 
on in the community, and is likely to increase the temperance sentiment. The evils of 
intemperance are certainly getting less every year. In my judgment, a prohibition law 
would not be enforced, judging from our experience with the Scott Act. Then again, I 
think that it is taking away the Christian liberty of aman. I do not think anybody 
has a right to take away from a man his liberty, to say what he shall eat or drink. [ 
speak as a total abstainer of some years. Ihave a right to use my liberty to give it up, 
and I do not think any man has a right to take from me the liberty of drinking what I 
wish. That is the view I take of the question of prohibition. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4241a. Reference has been made to an attempt to induce the licensees to regard 
the Saturday night and Sabbath provisions of the law. Can you tell us how it was 
apparent that the Saturday night and Sunday features of the law were disregarded !— 
Well, I suppose, in the results. For instance, I saw a man intoxicated in the streets 
last Sunday afternoon as I was coming to my church, and I am quite sure it could not 
have been from the drink he had on Saturday night. 

4242a. Then would you conclude that even now, notwithstanding the attempt to 
observe the law, they are disregarding it ?—To a certain extent I think the law is dis- 
regarded, but not to any great extent. In some places it seems to be disregarded, be- 
cause one sees men coming out of them wiping their moustache; I presume they had not 
been into the hotel to get water. 

4243a, The question is as to whether the licensees observe the provisions of the 
license law ?—I think in some cases they do, in others they do not. 

42444. Do you think they very generally observe it !—Well, I only know of three 
hotels—at least I suppose they are hotels at the present time—that violate it. I may 
be mistaken. 

4245a. You suspect them from the signs !—People going in and out on Sundays, as 
I happen to be passing. 

4246a. As a pastor coming in contact with many families, have you observed whe- 
ther the drink habit is responsible for any degree of wretchedness in homes, neglect of | 
children and neglect of religion ?—There is no doubt, that where a man is addicted to 
drink, there inevitably follows wretchedness in the home and consequent neglect, not 
only of his religious duties, but of his parental duties. 

4247a. Is there any other one thing which has come under your notice as a pastor, 
which is responsible for so large a degree of those deplorable things !—Most certainly, 
I should say that is observable ; but I think that a good many things cause a man to 
drink, and the drink is the observable cause of the wretchedness that follows. But there 
is very often a cause of the drinking, which has gone before, and which is not observable 
by the unthinking. For instance, many a man drinks because he is lazy, if he was not 
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a lazy man he would not be a drinking man. But aman starts to drink and loafs 
around, but he was a loafer before he started drinking, and in this way he learned the 
habit of drinking. We must go back further, to find the first cause. At other times 
worry in the family will cause a man to drink. There is generally some traceable cause 
which drives a man to drinking, and drink is the observable cause of the misery which 
follows. 

4248a. You think then that in a good many cases drinking is the result of some 
other cause /—In some cases, no doubt. 

4249a. Do you believe that to enforce prohibition of the drink traffic in intoxicat- 
ing beverages would benefit the country at Jarge. I am speaking of enforced prohibition 
now, not nominal prohibition !—Of course if the law was not violated in any regard, 
and it could be so enforced as to not be violated in any particular, no doubt it would 
prevent the evils of drink. But in my judgment, a law that would not be enforced 
entirely, would be worse for the community than the present licensing system with all 
its evil, which we all admit ; because it would create a contempt for law. The conse- 
quence would be that men who feel there is no moral wrong in violating one law, would 
come to feel that there was no moral wrong in violating another. 

4250a. I suppose you do not require absolute enforcement, because there is no 
absolute enforcement of any law, not even of the Divine law ?—Of course, if it were 
absolutely enforced so as to prevent the manufacture and sale of drink, there is no ques- 
tion that you would stop the evil of drink. But in my judgment you could not do that ; 
you could not prevent private families from distilling liquor for their own use. There 
is no doubt means would be discovered by which liquor could be manufactur edi in private 
houses, which I do not think any law could prevent. 

4251a. Do you believe that laws against evils have any effect in shaping public 
opinion and strengthening public opinion against those evils !—What sort of evils do 
you mean ? 

4252a. I mean, for instance, evils that are produced by the drink habit, or any 
other class of evil 1_Well, that is assuming that taking a glass of wine is in itself an 
evil, which I would dispute. 

4253a. No, I would not put it on that ground?—Then drink would not be an evil, 
the evil would be in the abuse of drink. But the law of prohibition says that drink it- 
self is evil. 

42540. Prohibition is a prohibition of the traffic in intoxicants for beverage pur- 
poses !—It practically makes the drinking. of wine or of any distilled or fermented liquor, 
a crime, whether it is done in the home orin public; because if you consume a 
thing you must buy it, and you must make it; and I understand a prohibition law is 
intended not only to prevent the sale but also the manufacture. 

4255a. Do you think it would be well if all Christians observed that law which 
enjoins us to refrain even from what we regard as legitimate, for the sake of our weaker 
brother !—Certainly I would advocate that, and do advocate it regularly, and practice 
it. 

4256a. Do you think then it would be well to have a law enacted that would help 
people to observe that Christian law in the interest of those who do suffer by the 
established drink traffic ?—That is a prohibition law you mean ? 

4257a. Yes?—I do not see that it gives you any degree of liberty in the matter, 
because you take away from them their liberty atonce. Wommake the use of liberty a 
one sided thing. 

4258a. But they are unwilling to exercise their Christian liberty—if you like to 
talk of Christian liberty—in the interest of their weaker brethren. Would it be well 
in that case to have a law to force them to do it?—I do not think so. I have not so 
read the Scriptures, if you put it on Scriptural ground. 

42590. That is not really within the range of our investigation, but your line of 
thought suggested the question to me. The question I asked was whether laws against 
acknowledged evils have any effect in creating and strengthening public opinion against 
those evils ?_They no doubt have, if they are founded on a sound moral basis ; but to 
found a law on the assumption that it is a sin for a man to drink a glass of wine, would 
be, tomy mind, of very doubtful wisdom. 
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42594a. Excuse me, but if I understand the prohibitionist’s idea, a prohibitory law 
is not based upon that assumption, but is based rather upon the belief that the drink 
tratlic as it exists is productive of very widespread and lamentable evils ?—There is no 
doubt of that. 

4260a. Do you think then, that a law to reduce and to prevent those evils has any 
effect on the public heart in strengthening them against those evils ?—I should think 
that a law that would be against the conscience or the convictions of a large minority, 
would have a tendency to stir up that minority to opposition against the law, and rather 
increase their liking for the evil aimed at. I think that is human nature. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4261la. In your judgment what are the best means to adopt to minimize the evil 
effects which flow from excessive use of liquor? Do you consider a prohibitory law 
would be the best means ?’—As I said before, I do not think a prohibitory law would 
prevent secret distillation, or the manufacture of wine, which, in my judgment, would 
be a far worse evil than if it were done in the open and under the restraint of proper 
authorities. But I think that curtailing the bar trade is the great remedy for the pre- 
sent evil, and if possible, to do away with the bar trade altogether. That is quite a 
different thing from people having their drink at meal times in hotels, where they take 
their dinners, etc. It is this habit of stepping into bars and arinking and treating, 
that should certainly be stopped. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


4262a. Distillation, unauthorized and unlicensed, is permitted now in private fami- 
lies, and I presume no prohibitory law would interfere with a family distilling for its 
own use exclusively !—I think the evil would be still greater on that account. 

4263a. You think there would be an increase of private distillation ?—It seems to 
me that if there was the secret manufacture of drink and everything was done on the 
sly, there would be a certain amount of sinfulness about it, because people are naturally 
inclined to be a little hypocritical anyway ; and an indulgence in customs and practices 
that are condemned by a majority of public opinion, would have a very bad effect on 
the characters of the people. 

4264a. Then that leads me to ask you another question. Would not that be shap- 
ing public opinion ?—It would be shaping it externally, but I think every effort to re- 
press what is not wrong in itself, tends to manufacture hypocrites. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4265a. Have you established a Church of England Temperance Society ?—No, but 
I was connected with it in England. 

4266a. Do you approve of its principle?!—Entirely. I take the ground of the 
Church of England Temperance Society in temperance work. 

4267a. There is a dual pledge for total abstainers and non-abstainers ?—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4268a. Do you know of any country in the world where a law is in force prohibit- 
ing the importation, manufacture and sale of liquor !—I have never lived in such a 
place. 

4269a. Did you ever hear of such a place ?—I have read of Maine and the Maine 
law. 

4270a. The importation of liquor for domestic uses is not prohibited in Maine ?—I 
did not know that. I thought it was. 


Commission adjourned. 
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WOODSTOCK, Onvario, October 10th, 1893. 
The Royal Commission met in the Town Hall at 10 o’clock a.m. 
Present : 
JupGE McDona.p. Mr. E. F. Ciarke. Rey. Dr. McLeop: 


DENIS W. KARN, of Woodstock, Organ and Piano Manufacturer, on being duly 
sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


4271a. How long have you resided in Woodstock !—Twenty-one years. 

4272a. How long have you been engaged in the manufacture of pianos here /— 
Twenty-one years. 

4273a. Were you a supporter of the Scott Act when it was passed in this county /— 
I voted for it. 

4274a. Did you as a citizen observe the operation of that Act when it was in force ? 
—To a certain extent I did, as it came under my notice. For a portion of the time I 
was Mayor. 

4275a. How did you find it worked !—At first it worked admirably, so much so, in 
fact, that a number of commercial travellers called upon me and complained bitterly 
because they could not get a glass of beer in town. 

4276a. Did you find that there seemed to be at first an idea in: the minds of the 
people that the law having come into force, they must observe it !—-That was the gene- 
ral understanding. They said: The law has been carried by a large majority, and we 
accept the position and make the best of it, and we will observe the law. 

4277a. Then, how do you account for the change? Was the change gradual ?—It 
came about, I think in this way, that after several prosecutions had been taken in differ- 
ent places where the Scott Act had been adopted the convictions were appealed to 
higher courts, and in some cases were quashed. They were in litigation during this 
time, and people began to be discouraged as to the enforcement of it. It seemed that 
the machinery was not sufficient to enforce the law. 

4278a. How long did that last !—Throughout the whole period, in this county. 
There were several appeals, and there were some in other counties that had adopted the 
Act; it was in litigation. 

4279. How long did that state of litigation continue ?—It took some time to deter- 
mine some of the points. In some cases the convictions were quashed. 

4280a. Did that last as long as a year ?—I am not prepared to say. 

4281la. Then when these points of law had been settled, how do you account for 
the condition of things in the latter part of the period ?—As I remember at the present 
time, there seemed to be some conflict of jurisdiction on some points between the Pro- 
vincial Government and the Dominion Government. 

4282a. Do you remember what that conflict was ?—I do not, for I have not thought 
of it since. But it struck me, at the time the Act was in force, that there really were 
weak points in it, and that the machinery was not proper to enforce it. 

4283a. Was not that in the early days of the Act /—It may have been. 

4284a. Do you know that during the continuance of the Act, after it had been in 
force some time, the Provincial Government appointed a Board of License Commissioners 
who were to issue druggists’ licenses, and along with the Inspector to look after the 
enforcement of the Scott Act. Do you know the Inspector !—I know him. 

4285. Had you an opportunity to observe the manner in which he discharged his 
duties /—Not personally, 
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4286a. Did you hear the Inspector give his evidence yesterday, and state that he 
had performed his duty faithfully ?—Yes, I heard of it. 

4287a. You have no reason to doubt the truth of what he states ?—I am not pre- 
pared to express an opinion upon it at all. 

4288a. Hither one way or the other ?—No. 

4289a. He tells us that he did his very best to enforce the law. Then apart from 
these local difficulties you speak of, is there any other reason why the Act was not a 
success in this section to the extent you hoped for ?—Well, as I have already stated, as 
it started out it was certainly a great improvement. I had some 200 men all the time 
in my employ, and from my personal observation I know it had a good effect ; even at 
its worst, it was no worse than it is at the present time. 

4290a. I suppose you hoped more from it than you got from it. The question I 
asked was whether there was any other reason why the Act was not a success than the 
reason you had mentioned ?—I am not prepared to say any more than I have already 
expressed on that point. 

4291a. When you voted for it and helped to bring it into force, did you not expect 
better results from it than you got 1—To be sure we did expect better results, but the 
law was not observed. - 

4292a. Do you think that the state of public sentiment in this community had 
anything to do with the law not being as successful as you hoped for ?—No, I do not 
think so. 

4293a. We were told yesterday by Mr. Ross, a License Commissioner from Embro, 
that in Woodstock the Act was laughed at !—Just so. 

4294a. Now, was that a state of sentiment favourable to the law being a success ? 
—I do not think the fact that it was laughed at here expressed in any way the public 
sentiment in the town, because a great many people who had favoured it did not feel 
that it was their duty to take the enforcement of the Act upon themselves, as there 
were officials paid to look after it. 

4295a. Then how do you account for the repeal when a majority of over 700 in its 
favour was turned into a majority of 1,900 against it ?—I look upon it in this way, that 
people who were favourable to it became thoroughly discouraged at the non-enforcement 
of it; therefore, they took no particular interest in opposing the repeal. In fact I 
know plenty of people who supported it strongly, who did not even vote against repeal. 

4296a. You have told us of the benefit you found from the Act with the large 
number of men in your employ ; and those men also experienced a benefit, I presume 4 
—Yes. 

4297a. Would not the benefit be found elsewhere? Would it be confined, for 
instance, to your establishment, or to any other one? Would not that benefit be 
experienced by the people at large /—Our men knew that it is a rule that we do not 
allow the use of intoxicating liquors to excess, because it interferes with their work, and 
I have no doubt that had its effect upon the men. 

4298a. We understand that, but when these beneficial results had come of which 
you have spoken, why did not the community rise to the support of the Act and prevent 
its being repealed ?—Really, I do not know, except from the fact that they had got 
thoroughly disgusted with the enforcement of it. I do not know on what other grounds 
to explain it. 

4299a. But when you found it so satisfactory in its results, and if other people 
found it satisfactory, how could they have become disgusted?—I can say that I found 
it very satisfactory at the commencement. 

4300a. I think you said it was beneficial even when it was not enforced !—That is 
my opinion. I do not think there was anything like the amount of liquor drank at the 
worst under the Scott Act, that there is at present, in the town as a whole, because the 
liquor sellers knew that if they sold it openly they would be prosecuted ; therefore, it 
was done secretly. 

430la. We have been told that there were several places in Woodstock in which 
liquor was sold during the continuance of the Act ?—TI presume there was liquor sold. 

4302a. Have you any doubt about it ?—I have no doubt that there was liquor sold. 
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4303a. Have you ever seen drunken men on the street during the Scott Act?—I 
have seen some, but more under the License Act. I have seen greater exhibitions of 
drunkenness under the License Act than I ever saw under the Scott Act. But other 
people may have seen things otherwise. 

4304a. Then you think that the reason of the change of sentiment that led to the 
repeal of the Act, was the fact of its not being satisfactorily enforced /—Just so. 

4305a. To what do you attribute the non-enforcement, aside from the legal 
difficulties you have mentioned ?—Well, there are certain things that I would not care 
to express. 

4306a. Well, passing from that point—you yourself employ, I think, some 200 
men ?—Yes. 

4307a. Have you found the drink traffic injurious to the men in your employ /— 
Very much so. 

4308a. Have you men in your employment whose work depend upon the work of 
another man that the latter’s absence would interfere with the work of others ’—I will 
give you aninstance. I had a superintendent for 11 years, in fact he was the brightest 
man I ever had in the factory. He had charge of the whole factory under my super- 
vision, and I was compelled at the end of 11 years to discharge him, simply from drink. 
He had to do with all the men, and it became so that the better class of men paid no 
attention to him, and the men who were inclined to drink to excess took advantage of 
the weakness of this man and abused it. 

4309a. So you had to part with him ?—TI had to part with him. 

4310a. Have you any rules as to your employees being total abstainers?—Not at 
all. 

431lla. What you require is that they shall be sober !—Yes, sober men, competent 
to do their work. When I say sober, I do not mean a man who does not use liquor at 
all, but he must be able to do his work. We do not inquire into their private habits 
so long as they faithfully discharge their duty. I may also say that I have been com- 
pelled at various times to discharge some of the best workmen I have ever had, for 
the same reason. 

4312a. Have you cases in which men working on the same plane, as it were, are so 
mingled that one man’s work may depend upon another’s, and if one is absent through 
drunkenness, or does not do his work well from the consequence of drinking, others are 
thrown oft their work for the time being ’—We have men who would not drink of 
themselves, but being drawn away to drink through a companion, they actually draw 
others away with them. That has frequently occurred. 

4313a. Have you noticed any cases among your men, whose families suffer from 
poverty and want through the drinking habits of the head of the family !—There are 
some cases, two or three of those men I have spoken of, who receive very large salaries, 
and who have a great deal more money than the ordinary workmen. 

4314a, Have you much poverty in Woodstock /—Not what I would call extreme 
poverty, we have it to be sure. We have several cases depending upon the charity of 
the people. 

4315a. Can you trace the poverty of these people, directly or indirectly, to indul- 
gence in intoxicating drinks ?—A large percentage. 

4316a. Do you yourself favour the passing of a prohibitory law for the whole 
Dominion, preventing the manufacture, importation and sale ?—If public sentiment was 
sufficiently strong at the back of it to carry it out, I certainly would favour it. 

4317a. In such a case would you favour the importation or manufacture of liquor 
for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes ?—I would not object to that. 

4318a. You would permit that /— Yes. 

4319a. In your own business do you require to use alcohol at all ?—Nothing except 
methylated spirits. 

4320a. That suggests another question, where the manufacture became necessary 
for the purposes I have mentioned, would you have it carried on by the Government or 
by private individuals !—By the Government I should say. 

432la. The Government have taken charge of methylated spirits /—Yes. 
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4322a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour remuneration to 
brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless !—Well, I do not 
know what claim they could have any more than men engaged in many other kinds 
of business that are sometimes destroyed by changes in the tariff. For instance, I have 
built up my business largely under the National Policy, and if the Government should 
see fit to wipe that policy away, I do not know why I should not get a grant in com- 
pensation as well as the brewers and the distillers. 

4323a. The brewers and distillers of whom I speak, I understand, have to get a 
yearly license like others, and they have to conform with the rules of their licenses ?— 
As a matter of general business they enter upon it and have to take the chances the 
same as the rest of us in our business. 

4324a. You spoke of the success of such a law depending upon a public sentiment 
at its back sufficient to enforce it. How would you have that sentiment expressed ?— 
We never can expect to have a unanimous opinion. For instance, in the matter I have 
referred to, there is a large minority who do not believe in the National Policy, but still 
it is the law of the country and is enforced on the people. In the same way with pro- 
hibition. Wherever we go we are prohibited from certain things, and I believe if we 
had a sufficiently strong public sentiment at its back, the prohibition of the liquor traffic 
could be enforced. 

4325a. Do you know any country in which such a system as you speak of is in 
force ?—I am not very well posted, but it strikes me that there are some small places 
where such a system is in force. 

4326a. There was one country suggested to us, I believe in the Maritime Provinces, 
that is, the Fiji Islands, as having such a system, but of course we have not been there ; 
that is taking us too far away, and we have no opportunity of investigating affairs there. 
In all the sections of country we have visited where a prohibitory law has been in force, 
it has been customary to allow people to import liquor for their private use. Now in 
case of the enactment of such a law, preventing the manufacture, importation and sale, 
would you have that law carried to such an extent as would prevent families importing 
it for their own use ?—I do not think there would be any difficulty on that score. If 
private families see fit to make their home made wines or cider, as long as they are for 
family use, I should say they should not be interfered with. 

4327a. What you mean is legislation that would do away with the public trafic /— 
Exactly, doing away with the public traffic. I believe it would be for the best interests 
of the country. 

4328a. Would you carry this law to such an extent as to prevent importation for 
private use? For instance, you allowa family to make their own wine; would you pre- 
vent that same family from sending somewhere else to get in a supply !/—I think we 
should have to draw the line somewhere. 

4329a. Have you any suggestions you could make to us now that you think would 
be of value in connection with this inquiry /—As I say, I have not given any thought 
with regard to the working out of a prohibitory law in these details. 

4330a. You find, I suppose, that it is a question about which a man may think a 
great deal !—I had my mind fully occupied with other things. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


433la. Have you noticed whether the establishment of a saloon in any locality 
affects the value of the adjoining property ?!—We have not got a saloon in our town. 
They are not allowed. We have got taverns. I should say, in fact I know, that any 
property, that is to say a valuable property, if a saloon or a tavern were located oppo- 
site, would certainly decrease in value, it must. 

4332a. We have been told that there is very good order in this town, and it has 
been attributed somewhat, if not largely, to the license system and the faithfullness 
with which it is enforced. Do you know whether anything else contributes to the good 
order of Woodstock besides the license system }—I attribute it more to the public senti- 
ment of the people, I mean the large number of people who want to see law and order 
observed, and who would oppose anything that was unbecoming. I attribute good 
order to that more than anything else. 
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4333a. Do you think the employers of labour here, by their strict rules concerning 
drink and drunkenness, have anything to do with it ?—If a man has any regard for his 
position, or his engagement as a workman, he must certainly be influenced by those 
rules, because our men know that if they violate these rules to any degree, and become 
unfit for work, they would necessarily be discharged, and would have to seak elsewhere 
for employment. 

4334a. The Mayor, who is a manufacturer of furniture, has told us about the habits 
of his men in that regard, and I presume your experience is about the same with your 
men. Now, do not these rules of employers requiring strict habits of temperance on 
the part of them men, have an effect in keeping good order in the towns /—They must 
have a very great effect in that direction. 

4335a. You were Mayor at one time, I believe ?—Yes. 

4336a. As Mayor, I suppose you had to look after the enforcement of certain 
town by-laws, and sometimes public sentiment, perhaps, was not expressed very strong- 
ly in favour of them ?—Just so. 

4337a. Did that make any difference about their enforcement !—Not at all. 

4338a. Why I ask the question is to bring out the fact, if it be a fact, that if an 
official is disposed to enforce the law, he is not dependent very largely upon public sen- 
timent ’—Not at all. Imfit is the law, why, he takes his stand upon it. Here he can 
enforce it without any difficulty. 

4339a. You spoke about the indifferent enforcement of the Scott Act. Do you 
think if any other law was subject to the same indifferent enforcement that the Scott 
Act was, that it would be laughed at in the same way that some people laugh at the 
Scott Act !—It is like certain laws that we have now. There are some laws now on the 
statute-book that are never enforced. We have many town by-laws that are not always 
strictly enforced to the letter. 

4340a. Do you attribute repeal to the indifferent enforcement of the Act ’—Yes. 

4341a. And you attribute the indifferent enforcement of the Act to certain vexa- 
tious litigation, and perhaps to the indifference of the officials sometimes !—Wel}, that 
is my private opinion, that is all. 

4342a. We were told something about a brewery that existed here prior to the Scott 
Act, and that during the Scott Act it ceased to operate, and that it came into existence 
again since the repeal of the Scott Act and flourishes now. Can you tell us anything 
about that brewery /—I do not know much about it. I know there was one, but what 
business they are doing now I really do not know. I know that immediately after the 
repeal of the Scott Act, it was taken hold of by other parties, and was re-established 
and is doing business. 

4343a. Do you think the existence of the Scott Act closed it?—That is what the 
parties that had it told me; they said the passing of the Scott Act closed the brewery. 
It was closed for some two or three years 

43440. You told us about a superintendent whom, after eleven years service, you 
had to discharge on account of his drinking habits. Was he a drinking man to the same 
extent at the beginning as at the end of those eleven years.—No. 

4345a. The point is raised sometimes that it is only the excessive drinker that loses 
his wage-earning power and becomes in any degree a detriment to his employer. The 
case of your superintendent shows that a man may begin in a very moderate way and 
come by and by to be less valuable to his employer!—I look upon the matter in this 
way: There are men so constituted that they cannot drink in moderation, they cannot 
restrain themselves. There are other men who can set limits to their drinking and keep 
within them. I am sorry to say there are more of the former class than of the latter. 

4346a. Do you find that the drink habit lessens the wage-earning power of working- 
men ?—Decidedly. When you get a man who only works three or four days in a week, 
and is off the other two or three days, his wages are that much less. 

4347a. Are you able to say approximately about what proportion of the time the 
average working man will lose on account of his drinking habits ?—Well, I can only 
speak from experience of the men that I have had to deal with when I was compelled 
to be there. There have been times in my business when I could not possibly do without 
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these men, I could not replace them, they were skilled workmen, and they had to be up 
in their business. I may speak especially of tuners who require to have a good deal of 
experience, and I have been compelled to keep them, although they lost a great deal of 
time. I would say that during the twelve months there would be at least a loss of two 
months time, at the lowest estimate. 

4348a. That was not only a loss to themselves, but it was a decided hindrance to 
your business ?—I have lost hundreds of dollars simply through that class of man not 
being able to fill orders at the time. 

4349a. Speaking in a general way, what would you say is the effect of the drink 
traffic as it exists, and the drink habit, upon the social conditions and the morals of the 
people, and upon the business interests of the community !—I think it is a generally 
understood thing that it is only bad. In fact, a very large percentage of all the crime 
we have to deal with, comes directly or indirectly from the drinking customs, if we are 
to depend upon the statistics that are furnished us. Taking that to be the case, I think 
the only conclusion that any fair-minded man can come to, is that the use of liquors to 
excess in any way at all only produces wretchedness and misery in homes, as well as to the 
persons addicted to it. 

4350a, The business side of this question is the one that weighs most with a great 
many men. Now, as a business man, carrying on very extensive operations extending 
all over the country, what do you think would be the effect on business, of the national 
prohibition of the liquor traffic, well enforced !—It could not be otherwise than good, it 
must be good in many respects. As I remarked, the chief part of the crime results from 
that trafic, I suppose 75 per cent, and I think it is even a larger percentage than that 
according to statistics I have seen as produced directly or indirectly by drink. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
435la. Have you got those statistics ?—I could lay my hands on them if I was in 
my library. They were given by a certain judge in Canada. 
4352a. Would it be too much to ask you to send those statistics to our Secretary, 
that we may see them, and they will be returned to you all right ’—I will try to find 
them, I think I have got them. 
4353a. Do you remember the name of the judge ?—I do not, but I know there was 
one judge that gave statistics in reference to crime. 
4354a. You have no doubt that you have the statement in your library ?—I am 
positive that I have it. 
By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 
4355a. I suppose that the prohibition of the liquor traffic would greatly increase the 
purchasing power of the people in other directions ?—I think so, because they would 
have that much more money to spend. 


Rev. WILLIAM A. McKAY, D.D., of Woodstock, Ont., Presbyterian Church of 
Canada, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


4356-57a. How long have you resided in Woodstock ?—I was born in this neighbour 
hood, and I have been minister here for fifteen years. 

4358a. You were here then during the period of the Scott Act ?—Yes. 

4359a, Did you promote the passing of the Act ?—Yes. 

4360a. Do you take an interest in what may be called prohibition legislation in the 
Province /—Yes. I supported the enactment of the Scott Act in this county and in other 
counties. 

4361la. You watched the operation of the Act in this and other counties ?—I did. 

4362a. Perhaps the better way would be for you to make a statement of your ex- 
perience in reference to the Scott Act, its advantages, difficulties, etc. /—Well, it might 
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be called a success or a failure, according to the different standpoints from which you 
viewed it. It was to some extent, in my judgment, a success, and to some extent a 
failure. Were I asked, how do you know that it was a success, or in what respects was 
it a success, I would give my own observations in this county, that there was far less 
drunkenness, especially during the first two years of the enforcement of the Act than 
there had been before or than there has been since. In proof of that I may cite the 
fact that in 1886 we had a county fair, when both our papers, representing the two po- 
litical parties, neither of them being too favourable to the Act, declared that there were 
upwards of six thousand persons in the town, and that they had not seen nor heard of 
one case of drunkenness. The papers are on file and could be turned up. That was the 
declaration of both the weekly papers. The town then, I suppose, had a population of 
8,000 so that there were 14,000 persons present at the fair, and that was the testimony 
of those papers. It certainly was my own observation. I was through the town and up 
on the fair grounds, and saw no drunkenness, no drunken men. Certainly, that has 
not been my experience under license. Before the Seott Act came into force I think 
drinking was worse than it is now. I have seen, at two or three oclock in the after- 
noon, when the sleighing was good and a good deal of teaming was going on, the bar- 
rooms wide open. I donot suppose I need specify, but I have one in particular in my 
mind that was so crowded that they could not all get in; a number were outside in the 
hall, and even outside the door on the sidewalk, shouting and throwing up their caps 
and soon. They were the worse of liquor. Now, I never saw anything approaching to 
that, even in the worst times of the Scott Act, but there was drinking. I give that as 
an evidence of the partial success of the Act. I could also refer to the fact that when 
the Act came into force the number of commitments for drunkenness and crime at once 
decreased. The year before the Act came into force, as the figures put in yesterday will 
show, the number was 51. The first year of the enforcement of the Act, the number 
went down to 21; the next year it was 28; and the next year I saw there was no re- 
port given for the county, it wasa mere cipher. I have spoken to our jailor on that 
matter and he had no figures to give me. Yesterday there were figures put in seeming 
to show something like 50 or 60, but there was a blank at the time in the printed Gov- 
ernment return. The matter was discussed in the papers of the town at the time ; it 
was thought aremarkable thing that there had not been a single case of imprisonment 
for drunkenness during the year. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4363a. Would it be possible for the record to have been amended since that time ? 
—I cannot say. Jam just speaking from the record. The fact was not sprung upon 
us yesterday ; it was pointed out years ago that such was the case, and I never heard it 
contradicted. But that is merely incidental. My point is this, the year before the Act 
came into force the number was, I think, 51, quoting from memory ; the first year it was 
in force the number came down to 21, then to 28, and the next year there were none re- 
ported. Then the Act was repealed and immediately the numbers went up more than 
100 per cent, to 58 from 28 ; and so it has been pretty much from that time to the pre- 
sent. Iam well acquainted, I may say, with all parts of this county. I was born out 
in the country and lived there, and taught school in other parts; and I would like to 
give strong testimony as to the beneficial effects of the Act, especially in rural districts. 
I think it was far more effective in those districts than the present License Act is, or 
than it was in the towns at that time. I remember since then, along with some others, 
carefully looking at the jail statistics of a number of counties and putting them together. 
We find, for instance, ten counties, namely: Bruce, Dufferin, Dundas, Stormont, Glen- 
garry, Huron, Norfolk, Oxford, Renfrew and Simcoe, that had the Scott Act in force 
two years. The commitments for drunkenness in those ten counties were as follows: 
In 1884, under license, 211; in 1886, under the Scott Act, 81. The following fourteen 
counties had the Scott Act in operation one year: They were Durham, Northumber- 
land, Elgin, Kent, Lambton, Lanark, Lennox, Addington, Leeds, Grenville, Ontario, 
Peterborough, Victoria and Wellington. The commitments for drunkenness in those 
fourteen counties were as follows: In 1884, under license, 501; in 1886, under the 
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Scott Act, 200. Then there were fourteen counties in Ontario still under license in 
which the commitments for drunkenness increased during the same period. Wherever 
a change was made from license to the Scott Act, we find a decrease of about 50 per 
cent. Inthe counties where a change did not take place, we find an increase in the 
commitments. In those fourteen counties that still remained under license the commit- 
ments for drunkenness in 1884 were 2,248, and in 1886 they were 2,314. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4364a. Do those counties that passed the Scott Act include any cities ?—They 
include cities that passed it, for instance St. Catharines. 

4365a. Do the other counties include the cities that did not pass it —No. 

4366a. You do not include, for instance, Hamilton or Toronto ?—No, only the 
counties, upon the same basis as the others. They do not include London, but do include 
St. Thomas, St. Catharines and Guelph. 

4367a. St. Thomas and Guelph both passed the Scott Act, but Brantford and St. 
Catharines did not?—I am not sure about St. Catharines. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4368a. These figures are compiled from what /—From the report of the Inspector of 
prisons in Ontario. These are some of the facts which I give, indicating that the Scott 
Act was in some measure a success. Now I would like to point out why I think it was 
not a greater success. 

4369a. Before you proceed with that subject, you have the names of those fourteen 
counties that remained under the license law !—I have not. 

4370a. Could you supply the names of those counties !—Yes, I will send a list to 
the Secretary. Now, I will just give my reasons why I think the Scott Act was not a 
greater success. In the first place, it was local. For instance, in this county we felt it 
very much. <A few miles to the north of us was Perth, where it never was passed, and 
there were places on the line where the liquor shops where shut up on one side of the 
street and on the other side of the street they were open. They did a good deal towards 
poisoning the minds of many people against the law. They said it was unjust to have 
a law on one side of the street which was not operative on the other side. I might 
mention this instance also to show how effectively the law worked in Woodstock for two 
or three months after it was passed. It was a notorious fact, I suppose, known to almost 
every one in Woodstock, that one or two drunkards went at least on one occasion, and I 
think more frequently, all the way to Tavistock to get bottles of liquor, because they 
could not get a bottle of liquor in Woodstock. 

4371la. Was that after the Scott Act came into force /—About six weeks or two 
months after it was passed. I would not say that it was as effective after that time. Its 
partial character and its local character was the difficulty in our way. It was not’ 
radical enough. We found it was difficult to enforce the non-sale when a man was 
allowed to have the supplies. The law did not affect the wholesale business, it did not 
stop the manufacture or the importation. It simply said: You are not to sell, and I think 
that was a source of weakness in the law, its not being sufficiently radical, being only 
partial. Another difficulty we had was the collusion between the buyer and the seller. 
It is a difficult point in enforcing these laws, that the buyer is always in sympathy with 
the seller. Then we had a special difficulty here—I do not know whether it occurred in 
other counties—with regard to two Police Magistrates. We hada Police Magistrate 
here who we thought was faithful in doing his work, but after a while his jurisdiction 
was called in question, there was a doubt whether he had power to try cases outside of 
Woodstock, and the matter was in doubt for a considerable time. Finally the Ontario 
Legislature settled the doubt by appointing a special Magistrate for the whole county, 
Mr. Kilburn, of Plattsville. That difficulty, of course, caused a good deal of trouble for the 
time, as we did not know where we could prosecute. Then the appeals that were taken 
on different questions were exceedingly annoying, especially when private persons had 
prosecuted. We did not know but that we might have to go to the Privy Council with 
these appeals at our own expense, and very few private individuals were found ready to 
do that. The chief difficulty, however, in my judgment was this, that there was no 
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provision in the Scott Act, it seems, for setting apart the fines for the enforcement of 
the law. We found—I am speaking a good deal from memory, and my memory is not 
infallible—but we found for some time after the Act came into force, that the fines were 
all banked and the money was held, I think, subject to an Order in Council, and we 
could not use it to pay for prosecutions. By and by the fines were made over to the 
County Treasurer, and if my memory serves me right, he refused to distribute those 
for any temperance purpose until he was ordered to by the Provincial Legislature to do 
so. Then there were other difficulties. When the money came under the control of 
the County Councils, we found that a large number of them refused to pay their share 
of the expense of enforcement. 

4372a. That was not a difliculty then so far as the county was concerned !—No, 
not that I remember. But all those things brought the law into disrepute, and made 
everything so unpleasant that a large number of people became disheartened and dis- 
gusted. I should have mentioned, also, intimidation. There was a good deal of that. 
Windows were broken, and I myself received, I do not know how many, threatening 
letters, threatening to burn my houses and such like. But no harm ever came to me. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4373a. Were the threats made, ‘‘ unless you did soand so” 1—Unless we ceased to 
prosecute under the Scott Act. One letter I received that I remember particularly, and 
it was signed by a party who is not in the business now, stating that there was no objec- 
tion to my preaching the Gospel of Temperance if I left the law alone. This person 
stated that he had saved my life on three different occasions—which I believe was all a 
lie—but he was not prepared to continue doing so unless I stopped meddling with the 
law, that my business was to leave the law alone. 

4374-5a. Yousay the law was well observed for the first few weeks after it came into 
effect. Do you attribute that to the fact, that the people thought it must be observed ? 
—I think there was at first an intention to observe it, and then gradually one of the 
sellers broke through, and then another, and soon. The others would say: “ Well, 
they are selling up there, and it is an injustice that I cannot sell.” By and by, that 
feeling became general. 

4376a. There was a gradual drift into that state of things ?—Yes. 

4377a. How long did these difficulties last in regard to appeals ?—My memory is 
that they lasted all along. 

4378a. You feel quite sure that these points of litigation were not settled by the 
court while the law lasted ?/—My memory is that there were quite a number of them 
cleared up after the law was repealed. 

4379a. Were there not some points of law settled within the first year that the law 
was in force ?!—Appeals could always be taken, which was most discouraging, because we 
did not know where it might end, what expense we might have to incur. 

4380a. The money from fines, as you stated, was paid into the county treasury ; 
then do you remember whether the Ontario Legislature made a provision that the Board 
of License Commissioners and the Inspector should make a requisition on the County 
Treasurer for the amount needed for the purposes of the Act ?—I think it did, and also 
allocated at one time $10,000 to help in the enforcement of the law. 

438la. After that legislation took place, you had a Board of License Commissioners 
and an Inspector here who were supplied with the money from this source to enforce the 
Act !—Yes, I think so. 

4382a. Now, did this Inspector and the other officers endeavour to enforce the law ? 
—Well, there is a difference of opinion there. I think I was, perhaps, as well able as 
almost any one to form a judgment, and while there were a great many infractions of the 
law that were not prosecuted, yet my opinion was that in those cases prosecutions would 
not have availed anything. I have never known our Inspector to get information that 
he did not use. I have given him information time and again. Others have said: We 
do not want to put ourselves in his hands, and we will send you the information. They 
did so, and I transmitted it, and I have never known any case where it was not used. 
On the contrary I have heard the Inspector speak in large conventions of temperance 
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people, and challenge them to point out any case where names had been submitted and 
proper information given, that action had not been taken. 

4383a. Did anybody attempt to answer his challenge ?—No. 

4384a. Do you believe the Inspector in this town did his best ?— Yes, in my opinion 
he honestly did his best. 

4385a. Do you think the non-enforcement of the law was governed to any extent 
by the sentiment of the community, or was a lack of a sufficient sentiment favourable to 
its enforcement /—I do not lay the same stress as some do upon the necessity of senti- 
ment, I do not think public sentiment is necessary to the enforcement of a law. We 
find that public sentiment is very strongly in favour of some laws that are not enforced 
at all, and public sentiment is against other laws that are very rigidly enforced. We 
find, for instance, that public sentiment is very strongly opposed to selling liquor on 
Sunday, but I am strongly of opinion that liquor is sold very freely on Sunday just now 
in Woodstock, and public sentiment does not prevent it. 

4386a. What steps are being taken to call the attention of the authorities to that ? 
You say you furnished the Inspector with cases during the Scott Act; now what cases 
have you furnished him of a breach of the Sunday law ?—I have furnished him with no 
cases, for the reason that I have no specific cases. 

4387a. Then you are speaking from impression or belief, not from knowledge ?— 
Based on knowledge to this extent, that I have seen drunken men on the streets on 
Sundays, and that boarders in hotels and others who know these things, tell me that 
drinking is carried on quite freely in most of the hotels. 

4388a. Have you called the attention of the Inspector to that fact, and furnished 
him with the names of these boarders !—No, I have not. 

4389a. Now, who do you expect to do that —Well, I hold this opinion, that I am 
not in duty bound to turn informer, or take a special part in enforcing this or any other 
law. We have paid officials to do that. I will do my duty as a citizen. 

4390a. I will ask you this question in connection with the public sentiment I spoke 
about. You say you do not feel bound to become a public informer when you see 
drunken men on the streets. Now if you saw a man picking another man’s pocket, or 
committing some other offence against him, would you not take steps to have the law 
vindicated and that man arrested ?—Here was my difficulty ; I do not know one drink- 
ing man in fifty. These drinking men have their own society. 

439la. Are they strangers in town /—They may not be, but this is a town of 10,000 
inhabitants. I saw a drunken man at half past eight this morning on the railway, and 
I pointed him the way to Toronto. Another drunken man I saw walking along the 
streets the other day, and I pointed him out to some of our citizens, but I did not know 
who he was. 

4392a. Suppose you learned from boarders in hotels that some person in connection 
with a hotel was in the habit of entering the rooms of boarders and stealing their 
money, would you think you were putting yourself in a false position by drawing the 
attention of the authorities to that fact /—If I were to hear simply that there was steal- 
ing going on in a certain hotel, I would not feel it my duty to go before a Magistrate 
and lay information. 

4393a. You would not feel it your duty to give information about it ’—No, from 
simply hearing that there was stealing going on ina certain hotel, that it was not a good 
house, just the same as I hear that there is drinking going on. I do not give names, I 
do not know the names of the parties, but I am told that there is drinking going on, 
and that the law is being violated. 

4394a. Then it is from hearsay that you know this. But have you called the atten- 
tion of the authorities to those reports that you heard, without informing against the 
individuals ?—Perhaps not officially. I have talked to them just as I do with others. 

43950. Now, do you think that people look upon offences against the liquor law 
differently from offences against other laws, that such is public sentiment generally !—A 
certain class, officials do very much. 

4396a. I suppose the majority of the community can hardly be made up of 
officials /— No 
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4397a. They must be in a general way representatives of the whole community. Is 
not that the case ?—Yes, but they are representatives of a certain class. 

4398a. Now, in case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, would you be‘in favour 
of preventing individuals from importing liquor for their own use in their own houses ? 
I am not prepared to go into details, 

4399a. That is more than a detail, that lies at the root of the law. JI ask whether 
you would prevent such private importation !—If it should be found necessary for the 
good of society, then I would prevent it. 

4400a. But in your legislation you have not got to make provisions for that in one 
way or another ?—The ground I would take is that the State has a right to protect 
itself, but if the State find that that step is necessary, then, although it is going very far 
in restricting individual liberty, I would approve of it. The State has a right to protect 
itself, and some of us think that the liquor traffic is so great an evil that the State has 
a right to go a long way. 

4401a. Would you make that law so stringent that it will prevent a citizen from 
sending to the United States to obtain liquor for his own individual use ?—My mind at 
present is that that would be necessary in order to make prohibition effective. 

4402a. In order to make things a success, it would be necessary ?—Just so. 

4403a. Then would you have the law made so stringent that it would prevent indi- 
viduals from making cider and other liquors in their houses !—Perhaps it need not apply 
to cider. When cider is made it is not intoxicating. 

4404a. But I think it comes under the prohibition of temperance pledges, does it 
not ?—I do not belong to any temperance society. 

4405a. I think hard cider does. Take home made wines and other liquors that 
might be made at home: would you make the law so stringent as to prevent that ?—I 
would repeat what I have already said—I would do whatever is found necessary to 
effective prohibition. But it is not for me to draw the line. 

4406a. You mean that you would be governed afterwards by the circumstances that 
would arise ?—I would say that whatever steps wise men in Parliament may think are 
necessary to the effectiveness of the law, should be taken in order to reduce the evil to 
a minimum. 

4407a. Well, you have been called here, I may say, as a specialist on the subject, 
as more than an ordinary citizen, because it has been represented to the members of the 
Commission that you had a very large experience with the question, both in this county 
and in others, and that you have made the subject a matter of deep study. Is that the 
case 1—Yes. 

4408a. Then to whom should we go, unless to you, to get this information for 
which we now ask you. You say you would make the legislation so stringent as to 
prevent private families from manufacturing intoxicating beverages for their own use ? 
I would, if that were found necessary to effective prohibition. 

4409a. Then you would not do that in the first place ?—My mind is not made up 
on the matter. I would take the experience of others to ascertain whether our object 
might not be obtained without interfering too much with the general right of individuals. 

4410a. Then you are not prepared to give an answer on that branch of the subject ? 
—Not further than I have just indicated. 

441la. In case of the enactment of such a law, how would you propose to provide 
for its enforcement !—I would have the power that enacts the law responsible for its ~ 
enforcement, just as the National Policy was passed and enforced—though contrary to 
public opinion in some places. 

4412a. You seem to think that officials, as a class, are opposed to this kind of 
legislation, or to carrying it out 1—Yes. 

4413a. Would you hope for better results from the officials that would be appointed 
in case of general prohibition ’—Yes. 

4414a. Why ?—For the reason that the officials who would enforce it would be 
appointed by the Government which enacted the law. That Goverment would say : We 
stand or fall with the law, just as the Dominion Government said when they passed the 
National Policy: This is our law, if this law comes into disrepute it will bring the 
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Government into disrepute. Weare not going to leave it to the public sentiment of 
this, that or the other district, to say whether this law shall be enforced. We will 
appoint officials who will be responsible to the Government, and if they do not enforce 
it, they know what the consequences will be, they will be dismissed. My opinion is 
this, that to have effective prohibition we must have first a prohibitory law; then we 
must have a prohibitory Government, and behind all, and as the cause of all, a prohibi- 
tory people. 

4415a. In your own county here, as I understand, you had a prohibitory people ? 
—Yes. 

4416a. But you did not havea prohibitory County Council ?—No. 

4417a. Taking the larger area of the Dominion, would you fear that the same state 
of things might arise, that though you might have a prohibitory people to pass prohibi- 
tion, from other issues arising you might not get prohibitory authority to carry it out ? 
—In the larger area I could understand that the Government would identify itself with 
the law, just as they do with the other laws, and that this would give them an interest 
in it that would secure faithfulness on the part of their officials. 

4418a. Then your hope is that, after the enactment of such a law, even though the 
Government that enacted it went out of power, its successors would also be favourable 
to prohibition ?/— Yes. 

44190. So that you would have a perpetual prohibitory law upon the statute-book, 
and the successive Governments always made up of friends of the law, who would be in 
favour of prohibition !—I would not vote for a prohibitory law unless there was a power 
behind it to enforce it. 

4420a. If there was not such a power, you would not expect it to be a success ? 
—No. 

4421a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you admit the making or the 
importation of liquor for mechanical, sacramental and medical purposes !—-Certainly. 

4422a. Would you favour remuneration to brewers and distillers for the loss of 
their plant and machinery that would be rendered useless by the enactment of such a 
law 1—Well, I would not take high grounds there, I would be willing to consider. Of 
course a good deal can be said in the way of mutual compensation. But I would be 
prepared to go a long way to get rid of the evil, and to consider a question of that kind. 
I would not be in favour of compensating mere retailers, | would not think of it for a 
moment. But the ease is different with regard to permanent companies, and in case of 
these, although I do not say they are entitled to compensation, but as a matter of ex- 
pediency, if prohibition depended upon their getting it, I would be willing to grant it 
for the sake of removing this evil. 

44230. Passing from that subject to another—you are pastor of a congregation in 
this town, and have been for fifteen years !—Yes. 

44240. Have you, as a pastor, found evils to result from the dr ink traffic !—Great 
evils. 

4425a. And sorrow in families?—Yes. We are helping two families now. In one 
case the husband has been in jail, in the other he is useless through drink. 

4426a. Have you many such cases in Woodstock !—Oh, yes. I may give you a 
fact just here. I heard it stated yesterday that there were only about seven persons 
who drank to excess. I sat down last eveniug with two or three friends who are pretty 
well acquainted in the town and neighbourhood, and we wrote down the names of 77 
hard drinkers—that is, in the town and neighbourhood, 57 of them are in the town it- 
self. No man, I suppose, in the whole town, no respectable citizen, would deny that 
these men are very hard drinkers, none of them would be called mere ordinary drinkers, 
not at all men who perhaps get drunk two or three times a month. 

4427. Of course we do not wish to go into details!—I do not wish to give the 
names, but I wish to make the statement. If any proper way may be pointed out by 
which the names may be submitted, I am prepared to submit them, I do not wish to 
publish them. Our conviction is that this number of names of hard drinkers can be 
more than doubled in this town of Woodstock. 

4428a. Do you remember who it was gave that evidence !—Mr. Ball. 
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4429a. It might be proper for you to submit that list to Mr. Ball. His worship the 
Mayor is an old resident here, and you might submit it to him ?—I will submit it to any 
two or three gentlemen in confidence. 

4430a. Now, is there any further statement you would lke to make on this ques- 
tion ?—Well, I just took a note about the shebeens that were spoken of yesterday. 
Some of the witnesses stated there were no shebeens here now, that everything was very 
clean and going on beautifully under license. Now, I think there are facts that clearly 
contradict that. There are unlicensed places that have been fined time and again within 
the last year or two. I have had a conversation with the Inspector this morning upon 
this matter, so my mind is clear. One unlicensed place was convicted three times. It 
was kept by a woman. She pleaded guilty through her solicitor to the offences, but 
afterwards she withdrew the plea and appealed to Toronto, and the conviction was 
quashed. 

443la. That case was mentioned yesterday ?—I was not present at the time. 
Then there are other cases. I think there was a case, in the east end, of an unlicensed 
place that was fined. 

4432a. Do you think that the law in respect to such places might be more rigidly 
enforced than it is ?!—The difficulty is to get witnesses. It is just as difficult to get evi- 
dence now as before. There was more agitation under the Scott Act, just because there 
were more prosecutions. Everybody expects drunkenness now, but when there was a 
drunk under the Scott Act, its enemies hissed out in scorn: There is your Scott Act. 
But now there might be a hundred drunken men and no one would say: There is the 
License Act. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4433a. It is legitimate now ?—It is according to law. 
By Judge McDonald : 


4434a. It has been said that in some cases the men who have licenses will aid the 
Inspector in rooting out unlicensed places ; therefore the Inspector may be in a better 
position to prosecute an unlicensed place under the license act than he would under the 
Scott Act ?—I think if you put the Inspector in the witness box, he will tell you that he 
never got help of that kind, nor, in the nature of the case, will he ever get it, because 
they themselves, my opinion is, are breaking the law, and they do not want to quarrel 
with their neighbours in the same business for fear of retaliation. 

4435a. You say they break the law. Are they prosecuted !—The difficulty is to get 
reliable witnesses. We may see drunken men onthe Sabbath, we may see them after 
hours ; as I have said, I saw a drunken man to-day on the street, but I did not prosecute. 
T do not know where he got his hquor. I do not know his name. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4436a. Did you ever work out statistics of the total number of committals for 
drunkenness in all the counties where the Scott Act was in force, and make a com- 
parison of the committals for those counties prior and subsequent to that period — 
Nothing more than the calculation I have submitted. 

4437a. Do you remember when the Scott Act came into force here ?—In 1885. 

4438a. In 1885, according to the Sheriff’s return, there were 21 committed to the 
jail for being drunk and disorderly. That went up to 64 in 1888?—It was 21 the first 
year after the Scott Act came into force, and the year before the Scott Act came into 
force, it was 51. 

4439a. It went up, at any rate to 64 in 1888?—That was the year after the Scott 
Act was repealed. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4440a. It was repealed in May, 1889, was it not ?—Oh, yes. I should have stated 
that in the last year the enforcement was very lax ; I am not at all surprised that the 
number went up. But you will observe that the first year before the enforcement it 
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was, 51, and the first year after, 21, and the next year, 28. The next year is disputed, 
as there is no report. In 1892, there were 24; in 1893, it went up to 38. 

4441a, It is observable that the proportion of drunks to the whole number of 
arrests has kept up !—Yes, 

By Mr. Clarke : 

4442a. The largest number of committals for drunkenness and disorderly conduet. 
was in the year 1888-89. Was the Scott Act in force that year ?—Not in 1889, but in 
1888 it was dying. In 1887 there is no report. 

4443a. The total commitments to jail, in 1885, were 367 ; in 1886, 296 ; and in 1887, 
570’—Well, a great many of those are tramps whose committal would have no direct: 
bearing upon the law. 

4444a, Then the total number of convictions in 1892 dropped down to 150, and 
this year, up to the 30th September, it is 167. The number of inmates in the jail was 
10 in 1885; 14 in 1888; 22 in 1889, which number has dropped to 5 in 1893. To what 
do you attribute the decrease ’—The poor-house has taken a number of inmates from 
the jail, I think something less than a dozen. 

4445a. Taking the condition of things existing now, and comparing it with that 
which existed under the Scott Act, which is the more preferable, in your opinion, so far 
as the traffic and its results are concerned /—In my judgment, even at the very worst 
time under the Scott Act, there was far less drunkenness than now. There is a large 
market here, in Woodstock, every Saturday, and crowds of people, and going by hotels, 
you will hear noise and hallooing, and shouting, and invitations to drink to persons 
going along on the sidewalk ; and sometimes I have heard language that I could not 
repeat. There is drinking and a great deal of it, and in a few more places, possibly ; 
but so far as my knowledge goes, the places that sold then are selling now, some with 
license and some without. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4446a. Have you a county poor-house !—Yes, within the last year. 

4447a, What was done with the poor prior to that /—They were put in jail. 

4448a. Has there been a number of inmates removed from the jail to the poor- 
house !— Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4449a. Do you know of any place where the importation of liquor for domestic use 
has been prohibited under any prohibitory law?—I do not. I am not acquainted with 
the history of these things in the different stages of the Union. 

4450a. There is no prohibition of importation for domestic use in any of the States, 
so far as we know ?—Not in Maine ? 

4451a. Not in any of them.—I did not know that. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4452a. Do you know anything about the brewery to which reference has been 
made two or three times ?—It was closed during the Scott Act. Judging from the 
appearance outside, I remember seeing a paragraph in a town paper just before the vote 
on the Scott Act, that if the Scott Act was passed, the brewery would be closed ; and 
the paragraph impressed itself on my mind because I thought it was just an election 
dodge to intimidate. Well, the Act was passed, and I understood all along that the 
brewery was closed. I understand it is running now. 

4453a. Do you know whether we can get any statistics of the pauperism in the 
county, which is charged upon the public ?—It would be easy to get it from the poor- 
house. 

4454a. Could we get statistics of pauperism prior to the establishment of the poor- 
house ?—Yes, there were quite a number receiving aid from Township Councils as well as 
from the Town Council, and churches. I think the Township Councils could give the 
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4455a. Did you hear Rev. Mr. Rose, yesterday, make a statement about certain 
bonds that were exacted, or proposed to be exacted, by certain licensed vendors ?—I did. 

4456a. Have you any knowledge of that other than what he said !—No more than 
what he told you. We regarded it as an election measure. There was to be a vote 
taken on the reduction of the number of licenses, and these liquor men, we understood, 
met in one of the churches, and entered into bonds with someone there that they would 
keep the Sabbath law, which to my mind implied that they had not been keeping it in 
the past, although they were under as much obligation to keep it in the past as they 
were in the future. I looked upon that as one evidence that the license law is not 
being observed—the fact that they were making this special effort to keep the law on 
the Sabbath, and offered to enter into bonds of $200. Ido not know whether they 
paid these bonds. 

4457a. The people really voted for a reduction in the number of licenses }—They 
did, but the Commissioners refused to reduce the number. 

4458a. In other places we have learned that sometimes political influence governs 
the action of the Commissioners, independently of the public sentiment and independ- 
ently of the proper enforcement of the law. Now, do you know, and are you willing to 
say, whether there has been anything of that kind brought to bear upon the Commis- 
sioners !/—Well, I have no reason to think that. Some have contended that we should 
go to those who represent the people in the matter, and that it was the duty of the Town 
Council to reduce the number of licenses as the people desired. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4459a. When this question was before the town was there an arrangement entered 
into that the question of reducing the number of licenses should not come before the 
council, but that it should be settled by the Commissioners ?’—Some members of the 
Council claimed there was an understanding to that effect, which I think one of our 
friends admitted, but which others did not understand. There was a difference of 
opinion. 

4460a. Some had an idea that this matter should be kept out of municipal politics 
altogether, and the Town Council sent it on to the Commissioners, and when it came 
before the Commissioners, they sent it back to the Council ?—Exactly. 

4461a. So that in the end you did not get what you wanted?—We did not get 
what the people asked for. 


JOHN CAMERON, of Woodstock, Governor of the Jail, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


4462a. How long have you been Governor of Woodstock Jail ?—Twenty-five years. 

4463a. We received yesterday afternoon a letter from the High Sheriff of the 
county, saying he could not come, but he transmitted us some figures. I will pass them 
over to you!—These figures are correct, according to my books. In the year 1887 a 
mistake crept into the statistics. My man made up the figures, and instead of putting 
the drunks and disorderlies by themselves in that column, he put them all under the 
head of vagrancy. 

4464a. That accounts for the mistake in 1887 ?—Yes, and I never noticed it until 
I saw it in the newspapers, then I knew it was wrong. Of course the Government could 
not question it. They took it for granted that we had no drunks that year. 

4465a. Then the explanation is this, that the total is probably correct, and that 
these individuals appeared under the head of vagrants /—Yes. 

4466a. It is simply a matter of wrong classification /—Yes, that is all. The Gov- 
ernment could not check it. Of course the mistake was made use of all over the Pro- 
vince, but it was wrong. 
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4467a. How many prisoners have you in jail now !—Only four. 
4468a. Since the establishment of the poor house, I suppose your average number 
has decreased 1—_Yes, we got rid of those who ought to go to the poor house. The Gov- 
ernment does not allow us to take persons that ought to go to the poor house. 
4469a. At one time, I suppose you had a good many poor house guests /—Yes, all 
along, up to the time the poor house was established. 
4470a. Do you find that among the persons yearly committed for being drunk and 
disorderly, quite a large proportion of them are of intemperate habits—taking both the 
poor house vagrants along with the others /—Yes, a large proportion. 
4471la. I suppose you had occasionally tramps passing through that would be sent 
in?—Yes. Sometimes there were vagrants sent in that were not very intemperate. 
4472a In the case of men who were committed for the more serious crimes, such as 
burglary, forgery, arson and the like, how do you find them generally as to their habits? 
—Well, they vary. Some of them are intemperate, and some of them are not. But 
most of them drink. 
4473a. They are not total abstainers /—No. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4474a. You were jailor during the time the Scott Act was in force ?—I was. 

4475a. Did you have opportunities of seeing its operation in the town and coun- 
try /—Yes. 

4476a. How did it operate ?—So far as my experience goes, I think the drink habit 
increased slightly. It was accounted for in this way, that the men who kept hotels 
were obliged to keep their liquor in small quantities, so that when the Inspector came 
round they could pick up their jug and run away with it; whereas if they had a barrel 
of beer or light drinks, they could not pick it up and carry it away ; so that the men 
who drank did not get anything but strong drink, and consequently intoxication increased 
slightly, which the statistics show. — 

4477a. Did you observe in your official position as governor of the jail, any appre- 
ciable decrease in the number of drunk and disorderly people committed during the 
Scott Act period !—No, it increased, as the statistics show. 

4478a. These statistics for 1885 show a decrease. We have not got statistics for 
1884 ’—I can produce them from my book for 1884. 

4479a. But you say there was no decrease /—No, no improvement observable so far 
as I could see. 

4480a. Is the present state of things preferable to the state of things that existed 
under the Scott Act ?—I think it is. 

4481a. To what do you attribute the partial failure of the Scott Act ?—Public 
opinion was not such that the law could be enforced. 

4482a. You think the officials require a certain strong public opinion to put a law 
of that kind in force? In my experience of jail keeping, all crime can be traced to three 
different sources. The first and greatest of these sources is idleness, the next is liquor, 
and the third sensuality. All three run pretty nearly parallel with each other, perhaps 
sensuality the less. My opinion is that idleness is the great source of the evil, that when 
men are improvident and shiftless, they learn to drink. The drink habit always goes 
with the idle habit. The first great cause is the idle habit, and then they learn to 
drink. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


4483a. Have you ever observed that the drink habit leads to idleness and improvi- 
dence !—The idle habit leads to drink. 

4484a. Does drink sometimes lead to idleness !—I suppose it does sometimes, no 
doubt about it. 

4485a. We have heard in some places, at least that was the impression left on our 
minds, that sometimes a hint is given to the police authorities to let up in the matter of 
arrests for drunkenness and in the matter of prosecutions for violations of the liquor 
laws. Do you know anything about that !—Nothing. 

4486a. Do you have many total abstainers in jail !—Very few. 
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4487a. What proportion of those incarcerated prior to the establishment of the poor 
house, were paupers !—Probably about one-fourth or one-sixth. 

4488a. From your knowledge of those paupers, having had charge of them for a 
number of years, are you able to say whether any proportion of them became destitute 
because of their own drinking habits, or of the drinking habits of those upon whom they 
were dependent /—Nearly all of them were paupers through their drinking habits. They 
brought themselves to that by drink. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4489a. Taking those who were committed for the more serious offences of burglary, 
forgery and arson, are they drinking men generally /—Not as a rule—not all of them. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4490a. Are they total abstainers !—No, I could not say they are total abstainers. 
They sometimes report themselves as temperate men. Our statistics only require us to 
ask them if they are temperate. The only way we can arrive at it is by asking the man 
himself: are you temperate ? If he says yes, he is put down as temperate, that takes in 
a little more than total abstainers. 

4491a. Then you ask the prisoners, and when a prisoner says he is temperate, 
that means that in his judgment he is not a drunkard /—He is not a drunkard. But 
there is no doubt that a good many represent themselves as temperate who are not so. 

4492a. Did you ever find anybody representing himself as a drunkard, when he was 
not /—No. 


By Judge McDonald: 


4493a. I suppose in your experience you have found men who, being charged with 
crime, would say thay they were drunk, in extenuation of their crime and in order to 
get off more easily !—They always attribute their crime to drink and drunkenness as an 
excuse. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4494a, Have you observed whether many of those who alleged that they were drunk 
or drinking when the crime was committed, were not drunk or drinking !—That would 
be beyond my power to say, because they are pretty well sobered up before I get them. 
Whether they had been drunk at the time of committing the crime, it would be impos- 
sible forme to say. 

4495a. But from your knowledge of criminals generally, you might infer something ? 
—I might infer that they were likely to have been drinking. 


HORACE R. WILL, of Woodstock, Chief of Police, on being duly sworn, deposed 


as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald: 


4496a. How long have you resided in Woodstock !—About twenty years. I have 
been Chief of Police a little over four years. 

4497a. It is your duty, I suppose, to make arrests of parties who are drunk and 
disorderly !—Yes. 

4498a. Do you find many such cases in Woodstock !—No, considering the size of 
the place. I have made a statement of the arrests since I have been in this position, 
beginning June Ist, 1889. 

JoHn CAMERON. 
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4499a. About the time the Scott Act went out of force ?—Yes. Iwill read the 
table ? 


Year. Arrests for drunkenness. Other offences. 
1889 (7 months). BYE 310 
1890. 94 689 
1891; 40 481 
1892: 37 486 


4500a. How do you account for the drop from 1890 to 1891 ?—I cannot account 
for it. 

4501la. The Scott Act had gone out in 1889, so both these years were subsequent to 
the Scott Act period /—Yes, both were under the license law. 

4502a I see the diminution has continued into 1892. How is it from the present 
year up to this time !—I did not make out the figures. I think it would be something 
like last year. 

4503a. So there must be a great improvement !—Yes. 

4504a. I suppose some of these people, who were arrested for drunkenness, paid 
fines /—Yes, and some were discharged without fine, and some were sent up to jail. 

4505a. So these figures do not represent committals to jail ?—No. 

4506a. Under the heap of other offences, you have cases such as breaches of the 
town by-laws, neglect to clean the snow off streets, keeping unregistered dogs and that 
sort of thing /—Yes, and assaults. 

4507a. They include all the offences charged, some of which may be called summons 
cases, and not arrests /—Yes, civil summons cases. 

4508a. Now, speaking as a citizen, what is your experience as to drunkenness 
during the Scott Act period and since, relatively ’—I had a very good chance to see how 
the Scott Act worked. I was on the railroad at that time—lI was on the railroad a 
little over twenty years—and my experience was that there was a great deal of drink- 
ing, a great many carried bottles around in their pockets. On Saturdays we have market 
day here in Woodstock. A great many will come to market and go away on the train 
at night ; and I observed during the Scott Act period that a great many people would 
have bottles in their pockets and carry flasks and samples, and a great many drunken 
people. About twenty-five years ago it was quite common for travellers to carry flasks 
in their pocket. That lasted about ten years and then seemed to die away. I know 
that railroad men drink a good deal, and if I had desired I could have been drunk 
every day in my life. But that custom of carrying flasks in their pockets had about 
died out, there was very little of it until the Scott Act came into force, then it seemed 
to revive again. That was my experience. 

4509a. Under the Scott Act it revived, and they commenced again to carry flasks 
in their pockets ?—Yes. 

4510a. Were you much on the streets during the Scott Act period /—I was on the 
streets a good deal, but I was on the road the most of the time. J was in this town 
about two hours every day. 

451la. Did you ever see any drunkenness on the streets at the time of the Scott 
Act 1—Any amount of it. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


4512a. Did you see as much as at present, or as much as you saw before the Scott 
Act 7—Quite as much. We have very little drunkenness on the street now, considering 
the size of the place. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4513a. Some witnesses have spoken about drunken men being seen here on Sunday. 
Do you come into contact with these people ’—Very seldom. 

4514a. Do people furnish you with information about it —I did not hear of any. 

4515a. If they did, would you be prepared to deal with the cases /—Certainly. 
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4516a. As an official then, it is your wish that people should give you information ? 
—Yes, I have asked them to do it. If they see any wrong-doing I want them to come 
and tell me. 

4517a. How do you think the law relating to Saturday night and Sunday is 
observed !—I think it is very well observed. Of course I make my rounds, and I do not 
see any irregularities. They would not let me see any, I suppose, anyway if they could 
help it. But I find everything quiet. 

4518a. Is there good order here on Saturday nights and Sundays !— Very. 

4519a. How about the sale to minors and boys? Do you see any of that going on? 
—Very little. I do not know of any young boys drinking. 

4520a. Have you any Indians here ?—Very few. 

4521la. Do you have any trouble with them !—We hada couple in this summer for 
drunkenness. 

4522a. Did you find out where they got the liquor ?—They would not tell, we could 
not get that out of them. 

4523a. It is said in some cases that Indians send in white men to get it for them? 
—Whenever we ask them where they got the liquor, they always say they got it from a 
man ‘that had a bottle. We cannot get evidence from them at all. 

4524a. Were these people, whom you have arrested for drunkenness, all residents 
of Woodstock, or were they parties from other places !—A good many from the country. 

4525a. Were any of them of what you call the tramp class, passing through /—We 
very seldom catch a tramp drunk. He generally wants a night’s lodging, or something 
like that. 

4526a. From your experience of this section during the time of the Scott Act, and 
since then under the license Jaw, which do you think preferable?—I would prefer the 
license law, as it is at present, rather than the Scott Act as it was enforced. 

4527a. Are you in favour of a general prohibitory law for the whole Dominion !— 
If it could be made a success. 

4528a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery rendered useless? 
—As to brewers, most of them are pretty rich, I do not think they would require much. 
But there is a great deal of money laid out, in this town for instance, in hotel property 
that would be decreased very much in value. I think they ought to be compensated. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


4529a. Do you arrest every man that is seen on the streets drunk, or if a man is a 
little unsteady, but heading towards home and going along quietly, do you let him go? 
—If I meet a man on the street drunk, I arrest him. 

4530a. Even if he is quiet ?—Even if he is quiet. 

4531la. That has been your rule all the way through ?—That has been the rule. 

4532a. I see that in 1890 there were 94 arrests for drunkenness, while in 1892 
there were only 37, was there as much carefulness in the arrest of drunkards in 1892 as 
there was in 1890 %—I think there was. 

4533a. Are you able to account for the large number in 1890%?—I cannot account 
for it. It seemed to be quite different that year. 

4534a. Would it be accounted for in this way, that the Scott Act having been re- 
pealed the year before, they were celebrating !—I think it was two years after the Scott 
Act. 

4535a. Do we understand you to say that you have never known of any hotel- 
keeper or other licensee, selling on Sunday or at cther prohibited times?—Only those 
that have been taken up and convicted. 

4536a. Is there much juvenile crime in Woodstock /—Not much. 

4537a. Have you observed whether crimes amongst children as well as amongst 
others who have reached maturity, are attributable in any degree to their having been 
neglected by their parents, such neglect being caused by drinking habits ?—No, I can- 
not say that. 


Horace R. Witt. 
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4538a, Are there many children running loose about the streets, uncared for +— 
Very few. 

4539a. Have you ever received an intimation from any quarter, or suggestion, to 
let up on the arrests for drunkenness and other offences /—I do not understand. 

4540a. Have the police ever received a hint from the authorities that it would be 
just as well to let up, on the arrests for drunkenness, or vagrants generally 7—No, 
nothing of the kind. 


WILLIAM GREY, Woodstock, Justice of the Peace, on being duly sworn, de- 
posed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


4541a. How long have you resided in Woodstock ?—A great many years, ever since 
it was incorporated. In fact I was one of the Commissioners to define the limits of the 
town before its incorporation. 

4542a. How long since would that be?—I cannot say. In fact I have lived in 
town between fifty and sixty years. 

4543a. You have been one of Her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace for the County 
of Oxford ?—Yes, and I was Reeve the second year of the incorporation, and was so for 
several years. I have been Mayor of the town for several years, and I think I have 
done the greatest part of the Magisterial duties before a Police Magistrate was appointed, 
for thirty or forty years. 

4544a. In what line of business have you been engaged ?—I have been in different 
classes of business. I have been president of a Loan Society ever since it was inaugurated. 
I have been in business here forty years. : 

4545a. How do you find the Scott Act carried out here !—Unfortunately, I think 
it was a thorough failure. I believe there was more drinking and drunkenness through- 
out that period than there was before or since. 

4546a. To what do you attribute that ?—Well, I think there were a good many 
parties selling; you might call them shebeen shops, or whatever you chose to call them. 
There were a great many more people selling liquor than there were under the license 
law. When people came into town, instead of going to a hotel and getting a glass of 
beer, they would get a bottle of whisky and drink that, which would cause a great 
deal more intoxication than there was before. 

4547a. Did you notice whether there was as much drunkenness on the street during 
that period, as during the license period /—I saw one Saturday more drunken people in 
the town, and going out of town, than I ever saw in one day before, that I can remem- 
ber, in my life. 

4548a. Was that day while the Scott Act was in force ?—Precisely. 

4549. Did you have to try any cases under that law /—Yes, several. I acted on 


several occasions when the Police Magistrate was out of town. 


4550a. In regard to such cases did you have reason to believe that perjury pre- 
vailed ?—I am positive there was a great deal of perjury committed during that period 
—TI am sure of it, because I heard three or four men swear to one thing positively, and 
three or four others, quite as respectable, swore to the reverse. There must have been 
perjury. 

4551a. Did you find a greater amount of perjury in connection with prosecutions 
under that law than you found in cases under other laws ?’—I could not say positively, 
but I think there was a great deal more. I did not have much experience in the exami- 
nation of parties that were brought up for that offence during the Scott Act. We had 
a Police Magistrate who generally did that duty. 

4552a. Did you find that the business of this community was benefitted by having 
the Scott Act in force ?—I think the reverse was proven, that business was not bene- 
fited in any shape. I believe it drove some people to other parts of the country to 
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trade, that otherwise would have come here. I am not positive, but that is my opinion 
from what I have heard. They could not get accommodation here. 

4553a. Have you, yourself, been an employer of labour?—I have never employed 
many men, just domestic servants. 

4554a. You are not able to state then as to how far workingmen are affected by the 
drink habit ?—Only from observation. I am very glad to be able to say, from the 
experience I have had these last sixty years, that I believe there is less drunkenness, 
fewer confirmed drunkards, in the town of Woodstock, now, than there were when we 
had a population of 400 or 500. 

4555a. Then you are able to state positively that during all these years the tem- 
perance sentiment has been increasing !’—Not only in the town, but throughout the 
country. I have travelled a great deal over the country, and I remember that when- 
ever I went into a house in the town or county, the bottle was put on the first thing. 
You may travel for weeks now without seeing anything of the kind. 

4556a. Do you find that the churches and temperance societies are exercising a 
good influence in that respect /—I would say that moral persuasion is the great antidote 
of intemperance. 

4557a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for Canada, prohibit- 
ing the manufacture, importation and sale of liquor?—I would not, and for the follow- 
ing reasons: It could not possibly have any good effect unless we had an international 
law with the United States. We have such a long frontier with the United States that 
it would be utterly impossible to prevent smuggling into our country. 

4558a. In case such a law were enacted, would you except from its provisions, the’ 
manufacture or importation of liquor for medicinal, sacramental or mechanical pur- 
poses ?—Certainly. 

4559a. In that case would you commit the manufacture to the Government or to 
private individuals ?—Private individuals. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4560a. Does the liquor traffic benefit business generally ?—I do not think that 
drinking to excess benefits anything in the world. I think the drink habit is a great 
curse to our country, but I never saw any good effect from any coercive act yet. 

4561a. I ask if the liquor traffic, as it is carried on, benefits general business !—I 
am not prepared to say whether it benefits general business or not. JI am a temperance 
man, I believe in temperance. 

4562a. You are president of a loan society !—I am. 

4563a. Do you as readily make loans on properties adjacent to liquor shops as you 
do on other properties ?— Yes, if the security is good, we make no distinction. 

4564a. Would you require a little different security on a property adjacent to a 
liquor store ?-—No. 

4565a. Do you know whether there is any difference in the rates of insurance on 
properties adjacent to liquor stores !—Well, it depends a good deal on the trade that is 
carried on in the property, but not in the liquor store. 

4566a. We have been told in some places that there is an increase in the rate 
caused by proximity to liquor stores !—There may be. I was an old insurance agent, 
and at that time there was no difference. But there may be now. 


WILLIAM GREY. 
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H. P. BROWN, of Woodstock, Treasurer of County of Oxford, on being duly 
sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


4567a. How long have you held the position of County Treasurer 1—Twenty-four 
ears. 

: 4568a. When the Scott Act was in force, there was an Order in Council passed by 
the Dominion Government which required Scott Act fines to be paid to county munici- 
palities ?—Yes. 

4569a. Were any moneys paid to your county under that order ?—Yes. 

4570a. Can you give us a statement of the amount received ?—I have prepared this 
statement for the Commission : 


Year. Received in Fines. Disbursements. 
i Oso ie? ay A 8 Seamer h ELS rs at ls ate a as Sone: $1,370 44 
( Roto lale Srube oar NRE RE He, CAML men chee (telat lade le Nek ce 5 2,050 76 
ote he het Bie RAL ACE Lace be DS OD apa) te EPR ee We tsa 1,934 O07 


4571a, Did you receive any after that !—No. 

4572a. There were no balances of fines remaining over that came in in 1890 ?—No. 
I wish to state that in the disbursements is included the salary of the Police Magistrate, 
for the first two years it was charged to the county officers’ salary account; consequently 
I have had to add that to the disbursements. It is $1,250. 

4573a. That was two years’ salary !—--It was over two years. There were two Police, 
Magistrates during that period. The first one died, there was another one appointed 
and his salary was charged for some time to the county officers’ salaries, and that is the 
reason it did not appear in the Scott Act fines account until the latter part of the 
term. 

4574a. Then, according to those figures, there remained a balance of money in the 
treasury /—Yes. 

4575a,. Has that been carried into the general funds of the county, or is it still held 
as a trust fund ?—No, it is still held as a credit. 

4576a. Now, what was the mode of disbursement? Were you furnished with a 
requisition /—There were certain requisitions for each riding of the county for expenses. 

4577a. That would be for the travelling expenses of the License Commissioners, sal- 
ary of the License Inspector, and salaries of the Police Magistrate ?—Not the Police 
Magistrate. I paid the Police Magistrate here myself. 

4578a. Then those two sets of items, requisitions for expenses and the Police Magis- 
trate’s salary, make up the amount of disbursements /—Yes. 

4579a. These requisitions, I suppose, were furnished to the County Council 1—They 
were furnished to the County Council, and on their instructions I paid it over to the dif- 
ferent divisions. = 

4580a. Were you living in Woodstock while the Scott Act was in force !—I was. 

458la. How did you find it carried out in this county, so far as your observation 
went ?— Well, I have not thought of it lately. 

4582a. I suppose your memory can go back to that period. Did you find it what 
you might call a success ?—The Scott Act was very much violated. Of course you can 
see that from the returns I have read. 

4583a. Have you any way of ascertaining whether those fines that were returned 
to you, were really fines for first offences, $50 fines /—I think most of them were ; al- 
though there were parties that were fined a couple of times. 

4584a. Were they ever fined for second offences !—I think some of them were. 

4585a. Where the fines would be $100?—There were not many of them, at all 
events. The bulk of them were fined on the first offence, as it were, although I believe 
several of them were fined several times. 

4586a. Do you favour the enactment of a general prohibitory law for the whole Do- 
minion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale !—Yes, I think I should be in 
favour of it. 
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4587a. In case of the enactment of sucha law, would you commit the enforcement 
of it to the Dominion, the Provincial or the municipal authorities ?—I suppose I would 
have to submit to whichever it was. 

4588a. You have no preference as to which would make it more efficient !—I do not 
care who does it so long asit is properly done. 

4589a. In case of the enactment of sucha law, would you admit the manufacture 
or importation of liquor for mechanical, sacramental and medicinal purposes /—A_pro- 
hibitory law would not be of much use if liquor was manufactured or brought into the 
country. 

4590a. For any purposes !—No. 

4591a. You would not favour any elasticity in that respect, then ?—No, I think if 
I was going to have a prohibitory law, I would prohibit the manufacture as well as the 
sale. 

4592a. But would you prohibit the manufacture and importation for those specific 
purposes, mechanical, sacramental and medicinal ?—I suppose these things would have to 
be had for certain purposes, no doubt. 

4593a. In such a case, would you deem it advisable that the liquor for those pur- 
poses should be manufactured by the Government or by private enterprise ?—I have not 
thought much about these things. 

4594a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour remuneration to 
brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery that would be rendered useless ? 
—No, I think not. 


MALCOLM DOUGLAS, of Woodstock, License Commissioner, on being duly 
sworn, deposed as follows : 


By Judge McDonald :— 


4595a. How long have you resided in Woodstock ?—AlIl my lifetime. 

4596a. Are you License Commissioner for this electoral district 7—I am this year. 

4597a. You were not during the time the Scott Act was in force ?—No. 

4598a. You were a citizen here then ?—Yes. 

4599a. How did you find the Scott Act carried out in this community /—I cannot 
say that I think it was a success. 

4600a. Did you ever see any drunkenness on the street ?—Yes. 
4601la. Taking it and the license law, under which have you seen the most /—Un- 
der the Scott Act. 

4602a. You have only been License Commissioner a year, you say ?—Just for this 

ear. 

4603a. It was represented to us by a colleague of yours yesterday, that owing toa 
change in the Board this year there would be a diminution in the number of licenses in 
Woodstock next year, provided the same Commissioners remained ?—Yes. I may say 
that the Board felt this year that we would like to make the reduction, but we did not 
think it wise to cut off without notice any persons who held licenses. We thought it 
would be a more advisable course to give them at least a year’s warning, and they could 
prepare for it. 

4604a. Do you find that the license law appears to be well carried out in this com- 
munity ?—Fairly well, I think. Of course it is pretty hard to carry out any law, and 
especially a license law. It is a hard thing to get convictions, even where you believe 
the party is guilty. Although you may believe “there are violations, it isa difficult thing 
to prove them. 

4605a. I suppose that in granting licenses the Commissioners use their own discre- 
tion, looking at the report the inspector makes to them ?— Yes. 


4606a. Weighing any petition that may come in, one way or the other /—Yes. 
H. P. Brown. 
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4607a. Had you any such petitions this year?—We had some petitions, but there 
was only one, I believe, against a house which received a license. The petitions were 
against houses that had not licenses last year, but which were asking for licenses this 
year ; and they were refused with the exception of this one case I mention, which was 
in the township of West Zorra. West Zorra is a different case from any other munici- 
pality, they have only one license in the whole township, and if we had refused that one, 
the township would be under total prohibition ; so we thought that under the license 
act we had not power to refuse. The petition was not so much against the man himself 
as against the principle of licensing a hotel. 

4608a. Is that the township we were told about yesterday, near Tavistock, on the 
Perth county boundary !—The north portion of it is. 

4609a. That is the township in which your brother Commissioner lived !—Yes, he 
lived in Embro. 

4610a. Do you know whether at the time the Scott Act was in force there was 
open sale to any extent in Woodstock !—Well, it depends on how you define open sale. 
When the Inspector went around I think there was no open sale. I believe he did his 
best to enforce the Act. 

461la. Was it the same Inspector you have now ?—Yes ; I believe he did his best, 
but it was a difficult Act to enforce. When you have a license county adjoining this 
county, as Perth does Oxford, where you can go over the boundary line and get all the 
liquor you require, it is difficult to enforce the Act. 

4612a. I suppose that difficulty existed to some extent in Woodstock as well as in 
the township adjacent to Perth !—Yes. 

4613a. To what did you attribute the state of things here?—I attribute the difh- 
culty of enforcing the Act to the fact that parties selling the liquor never kept other 
than a small quantity on hand, so that when the Inspector came round they could get it 
out of the way quickly, as you heard Mr. Cameron, the jailor say ; so there was no evi- 
dence for the Inspector when he would make a search. 

4614a. What class of liquor appeared to be sold chiefly under the Scott Act ?—I 
think a large proportion of it was ardent spirits, liquor that could be easily handled and 
kept in a small space. 

4615a. Do you favour the passage of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, prevent- 
ing the manufacture, importation and sale !—I cannot say that I have thought a great 
deal about the prohibitory part of the question, but I think it would be a good thing for 
the country if a large majority of the people were in favour of it. 

4616a. Then you think the public sentiment has something to do with the success- 
ful carrying out of such a law ?—I believe it has. 

4617a. And if you cannot get sufficient public sentiment behind such a law, you 
cannot hope to carry it out ?—I think not. I believe any such law as this must have 
behind it a preponderating public sentiment to make it effective. 

4618a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you admit the importation, 
or manufacture of liquor for mechanical, sacramental and medicinal purposes /—Yes. 

4619a. And for those purposes would you have it manufactured by the Govern- 
ment or by private individuals ?—By the Government. 

4620a. In case of the enactment of such a law, to what authority would you com- 
mit the enforcement of it, to Dominion, Provincial or municipal officers ?—Well, if the 
law were a general law over the whole Dominion, I should think the Dominion Govern- 
ment ought to enforce it. 

4621a. But if it were only a Provincial law ?—Then by Provineial officers. 

4622a, In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour remuneration to 
brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless !—I believe it 
might be wise to make them a small allowance, although I cannot say that I think they 
are entitled to it any more than any other business man who might suffer from a change 
in the law. But, taking the whole question into consideration, I believe it might be in 
the interests of the country to make a small allowance. 

4623a. Under the license system as we have it, do you think it would be wise to 
have a more thorough inspection of the liquors that are sold, in order to procure a better 
quality !—I believe it would be a good thing to have the liquors inspected. 
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By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4624a. We understand there are fourteen taverns licensed in Woodstock ?—Yes. 

4625a. Do you think there are fourteen real hotels in Woodstock ?—Yes, I do. I 
know that the Commissioners are very particular about that, and the Inspector himself 
must report that all the applicants have the accommodation required by law. 

4626a. What is the accommodation precisely /—The accommodation is stabling for 
six horses, and four bed-rooms, besides those required for the family. 

4627a. Then there is a provision for entertaining guests at the table !—Yes. 

4628a. Do you think these fourteen have all the equipment !—I think they have. 

4629a. Do you think they do the business of a hotel, feeding people and lodging 
people, or do they have that equipment simply to qualify them to get a license, their 
chief business being the sale of liquor ?—I confess I did not go around and examine 
them well enough to say. 

4630a. We found that state of things existing in Hamilton where there are 85 
hotels licensed, and it seemed to me that 14 hotels is a considerable number for a town 
of less than 10,000 inhabitants, presuming they all do a legitimate hotel business. I 
suppose it is not the duty of the Commissioners to know whether they do a hotel business 
or not, if they have the equipment ?—If they have the equipment that meets the require- 
ment, is the first thing that the Commissioners have to consider in granting licenses. 
For instance, if we find next year that any of these hotels are not used for the purpose 
of hotels, they are likely to be cut off. 

463la. You depend on the report of your Inspector?—We depend a great deal 
upon his report. 

4632a. How often is he supposed to inspect these places !—He is supposed to inspect 
all the places officially four times a year; but to my own knowledge he goes around 
oftener than that. 

4633a. He can go as often as he likes ’—Yes. 

4634a. Drop in on them at any time ?—Yes. I think he makes it a rule to go round 
town once a week. 

4635a,. How many shop licenses are there?—Only two. We had one wholesale 
license last year, but none this year. 

4636a. Has it come to the knowledge of the Commissioners at any time that the 
holders of shop licenses sell in less quantities than the law allows—by the glass, for 
instance /—Not since I have been Commissioner. There may have been cases in years 
gone by. 

4637a. It was since you were Commissioner that there was an election for the 
reduction of licenses in Woodstock /—No, that was prior to my time. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4638a. Were you in office when application was made to the Board to reduce the 
number of licenses, after the vote was taken ?—No, I was not Commissioner then. That 
was the year before I was appointed. 

4639a. You say that you think it only right to give a year’s notice to people that 
next year the number may be reduced !—I think that is fair between man and man. 


Ly Mr. Clarke : 


4640a. You were Mayor last year and the year before last ?—I was. 

4641la. Have you any doubt at all as to the improved condition of things in the 
town now as compared with the Scott Act period?—I certainly believe there is less 
drinking, but of course the temperance sentiment is also gaining throughout the country. 
In consequence of improved temperance feeling, there is less liquor drank. People are now 
being educated to use less and less all the time. 

4042a. It is sometimes said that the Scott Act is an educator, and that the good 
effects of it are found even after the law has been repealed. What is your opinion 
regarding it !—I do not think so. I think it is better to have a license law thoroughly 
enforced, and gradually reduce the number of licenses. 

Matcotm DovuaGtas. 
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4643a. Asa matter of fact, did the Scott Act demoralize the community toa 
greater or less extent !—I cannot say that it has done so in Woodstock. 

4644a, Things were just about as good under the Scott Act as they are under 
license ?—I cannot say that I have seen a great deal of difference. 

4645a. Then the Scott Act was just about equivalent to a license law, that is, it 
did not have any more injurious effects than the license law has !—Well, I think that a 
person could get liquor then just as easy as he can now, so far as that is concerned. 

4646a. Do you mean to say that it was a good thing to have a law on the statute- 
book that was constantly and flagrantly violated as the Scott Act was?—No, I do not 
believe it was a good thing. : 

4647a. Does it promote the moral well-being of the community ?’—No. I do not 
think it is a good thing to have a law of that kind. 


By fev. Dr. McLeod : 


4648a. Is the present license law violated /—I believe so, but it is a difficult thing 
to prove it. I know that the Inspector has strict instructions to prosecute every viola- 
tion, and he takes every means within his power to get evidence to secure conviction, 
especially with regard to the Saturday night and the Sunday provisions. I may say 
that while I held the position of Mayor in the town, my first instructions to the Chief 
of Police were to enforce strictly the Saturday night and Sunday law. 


J. C. MILLER, of Woodstock, hotel-keeper, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


4649a. How long have you resided in Woodstock !—Going on four years. 

4650a. When you came here had the Scott Act gone out of force !—Yes, but I 
have had three years’ experience of the Scott Act in Port Elgin, county of Bruce. 

4651la. How large a place is Port Elgin !—About 2,000 inhabitants. 

4652a. Please state to us what your experience was ?—Well, the Scott Act was 
advocated there for quite a while. The temperance people used to talk to me a good 
deal on account of my having about the only licensed house of any consequence. They 
told me that, if they got the Scott Act, I could raise my rates for meals and lodging, and 
the temperance people would support me and help me, and all that kind of thing. Any- 
how, the Scott Act came into force, and I stuck to the Scott Act in good faith from the 
Ist of May until the 12th of July, that was the day of the Orange celebration. On the 11th 
July I made up my mind. I said to myself: There has got to be something done, 
business is going back. There was quite a difference in the receipts. So I went up to 
Sarnia and got a five gallon keg of whisky, and brought it home and put it down cellar, 
and I got a lot of lemons, the syrup and the whisky, putting in half water, and divided 
it all up into shakes. On the 12th July I brought that upstairs and sold it. They 
asked for whisky. I said: I don’t have it, but I have got what I call a conundrum 
here. I made about 11 gallons of that and sold it off in a little while. Then I sold 
this blue ribbon beer, supposed not to be intoxicating, but I did not sell that with 
my other temperance drinks. Occasionally I got some lager beer from another hotel 
man, and I ran it up into bottles and sold it as blue ribbon beer. That was the com- 
mencement of my breaking the law. Anyhow, the temperance people in Kincardine, 21 
miles south, got a couple of young fellows—it was proven that they gave them $17—to 
come up and buy liquor from us. They went back and gave information to these people 
against a widow woman, named Mrs. Underwood, myself and two others in Port Elgin. 
A day was set for the trial, and a lot of these Kincardine people came up with a tempe- 
rance advocate, and brought these witnesses along with them. I went up and got hold 
of these two witnesses, and brought them into my hotel up stairs into an attic. J knew 
these follows, becaused I used to live in Kincardine. They were low characters, and 
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would steal or do anything else. After I got them up stairs I said to them: Now, boys, 
I know what you are here for. You.are not doing this thing on principle, it is money 
you are after. Now, if you will clear the four of us I will give you $40. They said 
they would do it, and I put my hand in my pocket and took out $40 which I gave to one 
of the men named Robert Walker. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4653a. Did they clear you?—Yes. These two fellows swore that they did not have 
anything but “ pop.” 

4654a. Then you paid them $40 to perjure themselves !—Well, I gave them $40. I 
could not really say whether I had ever sold them any drink contrary to law, and I 
cannot to this day remember. If I were speaking with my last breath, I could not say 
whether they got anything in my place or not. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4655a. In conversation with you, when you approached them in this manner, did 
they state whether you had sold them anything ?’—No. I never asked them. 

4656a. How did you know they had come up for that purpose ?—Because I heard 
SO. 

4657a. Did they admit it?—No, I did not ask them. I said: I know you fellows 
are not doing this thing on principle, it is money you are doing this thing for. Now, 
whether they ever had anything in my place, I do not know. If I were put on my oath 
now, I would swear that I do not know. But I am satisfied they were prepared to 
swear that they had. But when the trial came on they swore they had “ pop.” The coun- 
sel asked them if there was anything in the pop. Well, they said, it was pop. The counsel 
asked, was it white pop, or red pop, or blue pop, and they both said, it was pop. Counsel 
said: What is pop!?—The witnesses said: pop is pop. That was just the evidence 
given, and the Court dismissed the case. 

4658a. Were the other cases dismissed also as well as yours !—Yes. Then we were 
not hauled up again until a year afterwards. Pat. Heffernan, constable of Walkerton, 
came and gave me a subpena. He said: If you will admit this, I will not serve the 
witnesses. I said I wouid not admit anything. Then he put his hand in his pocket 
and gave me another subpeena. I asked if he had any more of them, and he said he 
had not. A day wasset for the trial. The Police Magistrate lived at Kincardine and 
he used to haul them up from all around Wiarton and Tiverton ; he used to get about 
forty at a time. 

4659a, Did they take you off to Kincardine !—He came to Port Elgin. He always 
stayed at my place. When he came in that evening he said: I have got two subpeenas 
for you for breaking the Scott Act. I said: I will admit the two cases, and will give 
you a check tomorrow. He said: all right. So I went along for three or four more 
weeks, and I got another subpeena. A day was appointed, and when the Judge came 
I told him: I have got another subpeena, but I do not know now whether it is a first 
or a second offence. He said: Well, it is a first offence, the second offence has got to 
be stated so on the subpcena. Well, I said, to save another $50 I guess I will admit 
this too. After that I tried an experiment. I got a big bottle of whisky and brought 
it down cellar in my hotel. JI never drink anything myself, I am a temperance man. 
But sometimes a fellow travelling wanted a drink, and used toask me if I had anything. 
I said: I had got something for myself, and in that way I could give him a drink. But 
some of the town fellows, and some respectable people, drank once in a while, so I was 
hauled up again. They put me in the box and asked me if I had liquor in the house. I 
said I had. They asked where I had it ; I said, down cellar, and I had liquor up stairs 
in my own room, and I had liquor in the bar. The counsel said: You have got liquor 
in the bar, have you? I said yes. He asked: What have you got it there for? I 
answered ; for my own use, and sometimes I treat a friend. The counsel asked for a 
conviction, but the Magistrate said: No, you will have to prove sale. They brought 
some witnesses against me and asked them if they had any liquor at my place on that 
date. They said, “yes.” ‘‘ What did you have? They said they had whisky. Did you pay 

J. C. Miuumr. 


bers 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 271 


for it? No. How did you come to get it ?—Mr Miller asked me to have some.” Well, 
that case was dismissed. After that I went out and gota barrel of sweet cider. Of 
course the Scott Act says, you shall not sell cider; but we can, because it is not intoxi- 
cating. I sold sweet cider. A person would come in and ask for a drink, ask for whisky. 
I said : “I do not sell any whisky.” ‘“‘What do you sell ?”—Pop, wine, cider and lemonade. 
Will you have cider?” ‘Yes, I will take cider.” So I gave him cider, and he paid for it. 
After a little while I would ask him to have something with me. Well, I was hauled 
up on that, and I beat them right off. I never was brought up but what I beat them. 
No person wants to stick to the law better than I do. I have no respect for liquor, but 
that just shows how the Scott Act was enforced. JI went into the thing in good faith, 
and would have stuck to it if the temperance people had assisted me, but they would 
not. I found out I had to break the law to protect my wife and children. If the tem- 
perance people had come and bought me out and recompensed me I was willing to quit 
it and go away, but they would not do that. 

4660a. Did this state of things continue through the whole three years !—Well, 
they got tired of me. The last year they never bothered me. 

4661a. The last year did you keep on the same system ‘?—No, I kept on selling 
right straight along, openly, 

4662a. All kinds of liquor 1—At first I got my liquor froma fellow in Stratford. 
He used to make it himself, and if was pretty tough stuff. We could not get it ina 
respectable way by the barrel, and we had to get it in five and ten gallon kegs, in some- 
body else’s name. That is the way I used to get my supply. I used to get my liquor in 
the name of some person at a distance, a brother-in-law, and had it shipped in his name. 
The trouble was that the liquor that was sold was bad, it was adulterated. There 
was a good deal of it made in cellars, and up stairs in rooms. People can go into 
a closed up room, and work and study how to make the stuff, and how to make the 
most out of it. Iam perfectly satisfied the Scott Act wasa very bad thing for the 
country. I know people committed any amount of perjury. I heard people say so my- 
self, respectable men. I know one man that is well off, rich, he was supposed to be worth 
$40,000 or $50,000. Then there was a merchant, and there was a gentleman who was 
a large Government contractor, all very respectable men ; and they told me themselves 
they did not think they were perjuring themselves, because the Act was an impo- 
sition. 

4663a. We have found the question to arise as to whether a man can conduct a 
hotel at the prices ordinarily charged for board and lodging of travellers, so as to make 
it remunerative, without having a bar ?—-No, he cannot do it. 

4664a. Why not?—Not at the prices we get. Now, I will just tell you my experience. 

4665a. Before you go further—Take the case of men who came to your house, who 
are total abstainers, do you mean to say that you are furnishing them with board and 
lodging at too low a rate /—Yes. 

4666a. Do you mean to say their board and lodging are really being paid for by 
the men who drink at the bar /—It is a good deal that way. 

4667a. Now, is it quite fair towards the total abstainers, to put them in that posi- 
tion ’— Well, that is the way it is all through Canada. 

4668a. A hotel-keeper whom we examined in one place, made a different statement, 
and I will tell you what he said. He said that what a man paid for his food and lodging 
does pay the value of it; but owing to the fact that the hotel-keeper does not know how 
many guests he may have in a day, and as he has got to be prepared with space for a 
larger or smaller number, with servants and everything of that kind, keeping a hotel 
without a bar does not pay. He has to be prepared with servants, and so forth, for 
guests who may not come, and therefore it is that the bar is needed to make the hotel 
pay ?—You see it is not what a man consumes, but it is the expense in connection with 
lodging him that makes the chief item of outlay. Now, we run our hotel at $2 a day. 
We give a special rate to bond fide commercial travellers of $1.50 a day, and the use of 
a sample room. Now, a lot of travellers come to my house ; they use that sample room, 
there are four big lights in it, and a fire ; and I am paying a man $15 a month to handle 
their baggage, and a girl to scrub the room and keep it clean. A commercial traveller 
may burn gas till 12 o’clock or 1 o’clock at night. Then he has his bed-room, and his 
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gas there. Then there are two sheets, two towels, and two pillow slips to replace every 
day, and a girl to do it. Now, if that man does not go into the bar, I lose money on 
him. 

4669a. That man is only paying $1.50. Take the case of an ordinary traveller who 
pays $2 a day ?—I could live if I got $2 a day all round. If I could get business—I 
would have to do more than I am doing now—I could live without a bar by charging $2 
a day all round. 

4670a. Then it does not pay you to furnish those sample rooms and extras?—No. 

4671la. You have spoken about the scant amount of support you got from the tem- 
perance people, and that you were very much disappointed ?— Very much disappointed. 

4672a. Did you find any willingness on their part to pay increased rates ?/—No. I 
must say, coming down to the fine thing, I am a temperance man as much as any man 
in this room, but I have a family to support, and * have got to support them, and I am 
not particular what kind of business it is. 

4673a. At first did you attempt to raise your prices under the Scott Act ?—I was 
waiting to do it, but I could not see my way clear, because I found other people were 
selling. I found in several cases, travellers coming in on the 11 o’clock train, and they 
wanted a drink. When I said I had not anything, they would go right down to the 
other hotel, and I have known them to do that at three or four o’clock in the morning. 
Now, if I had drink in my house, I would have got them off to bed at twelve o’clock. I 
know another man, a Dr. Cycler, who had two boys. During the Scott Act they came 
in and wanted to drink. They came up to the bar and I said, ‘‘ Doctor, I have not got 
anything intoxicating, no liquor, merely pop. ‘Oh, yes, you have,” he said, “ hand it out 
immediately.” I said, “‘ No, I have not doctor.” ae got mad over the thing, and said 
that I did not use him right, and he paid his bill, and, “along with the two boys, went 
down to a farmer’s house and stayed there, and he always stayed there afterwards. 

4674a. Did you find there was any abuse of the law in that section of the country, 
by doctors giving prescriptions to people, nominally to get medicine, but really to get 
drink ?—Yes, that has been done. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod - 


4675a. You found a little difficulty after all in selling under the Scott Act ?—Yes, 
I would not go through the Scott Act again for the world. 

4676a. You had to resort to tricks !—Yes, dirty tricks. 

4677a. Not very dignified!—True. One time I bought a barrel of whisky and 
ran it all off into jugs, which I kept upstairs in the attic. One day a friend came and 
told me that the Inspector was coming, and I ran with all haste and gathered up those 
jugs and carried them down the stairs and put them in a hole under “the kitchen, and 
locked them up. There were a good many jugs, as the barrel contained 42 gallons, and 
when I got through I was pretty tired. 

4678a. Did it occur to you that you were guilty of a criminal act when you tam- 
pered with those witnesses ?—I do not know. 

4679a. I am not a lawyer, but it strikes me that you were guilty of tampering with 
witnesses ?—I know I did wrong. I suppose I could be punished for attempting to 
interfere with a man. But I really do not know whether he bought liquor of me or not, 
and he would have perjured himself if he had sworn he did buy liquor when he had not. 

4680a. Did it occur to you that you were making another man party to that crimi- 
nal act !—-I am perfectly satisfied in my own mind that he did not have anything at 
my place. 

468la. Do you not think it is a serious thing to make that charge against this man 
Walker /—We never considered those things in Scott Act times. It is different now. 

4682a. The other day there was a magistrate who made a statement before the 
Commission about a constable, and the constable was hunted up to refute the magis- 
trate. You may have made astatement about Mr. Walker that he would not enjoy ?— 
Mr. Walker will take it all right. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4683a. I understand you to say that your intention was to save these men from 
committing perjury ?—That is just what I did. 
J. ©. Minter. 
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By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


4684. You were endeavouring to save yourself ?—I was endeavouring to save my 
neck. 

4685a. Were you fined at any time for violation of the Scott Act /—I never appear- 
ed in court to be fined during the Scott Act. 

4686a. How many times did you pay a fine?—I admitted it three times. 

4687a, Were you ever prosecuted for a second offence or a third /—No. 

4688a. You hold a liquor license now !—Yes. 

4689a. Do you observe the provisions of the license law now ?—I might criminate 
myself by answering. 

4690a. You decline to answer !—Yes. I suppose I can serve bona fide guests with 
liquor in their rooms. 

469la. Were you one of the men who signed a bond?—No, I did not sign any 
bond. 

4692a. That is, you would not even come under a bond of that sort to observe the 
License Act ?—I would if we had been used right. 

4693a. What do you mean by being used right !—I mean that we went into that 
thing in good faith. I did it for Mr. Farthing’s sake, who asked me to go into it. As 
soon as we had that meeting and drew up that agreement, the temperance people had a 
meeting. 

4694a. You agreed tothe bond yourself!—No. At the meeting of the temperance 
people, one of the ministers said that our meeting in the vestry of St. Paul Church was 
composed of the three R’s, Rum, Rome and Ritualism. When I heard that, I said I 
did not want to signit. I said, “If these temperance peaple don’t give us more credit 
for our good intentions than that, I do not want to sign it.” 

4695a. You signed the agreement, but not the bond ?—Not the bond. 

4696a. That agreement was based upon an admitted violation of the license law, 
was it not ?—I will tell you how it was. When Mr. Farthing spoke to meI was not 
very favourable towards it, but he said that certain clergymen had met together and he 
wanted me to enter into it, and sol wentin with him. I was not going to be a stumbl- 
ing block to the rest of them. 

4697a. But if you had not been, as was generally believed, a violator of the law, 
you would have said to them: I have no business there, I do not need to go into such 
agreement ?—I wanted to help the thing through for the good of the community. 

4698. But you did not help it through by signing the bond ?—No, I did not carry 
it out, because the law was broken in different places. 

4699a. Was that meeting, and the agreement at that meeting in view of an approch- 
ing vote upon the reduction of licenses?—No, that is something I never thought 
about, and I am certain Mr. Farthing did not. 

4700a. But it was based upon a general belief that the licensees were violating the 
provisions of the license law /—Yes, that was it. 

4701la. But you decline to answer whether you observe the law now !—I do not 
think you have a right to ask me that question. 

4702a. Yes, we have a right to ask you every question that bears upon the admi- 
nistration of the law. We want to find out how the license law works. We have infor- 
mation here that leaves the impression, on my mind at least, that the law is not well 
observed by the licensees, and you are one of them !—The law is very binding ; and 
when you ask a fellow to close up at ten o’clock every night, it is pretty tough to stick 
to it. 

4703a. You do not hesitate to say that you violated the Scott Act ; why hesitate 
to say that you violate the license law—if you do?—(No answer.) 

4704a. Would you favour prohibition ?—I would favour prohibition if we could 
get machinery to work it. 

4705a. National prohibition ?—Anything to do away with intoxicating drinks. I 
will go for it to-morrow. The trouble is they cannot do it ; I am satisfied it is not prac- 
ticable. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


4706a. In reference to this meeting, we have been told that the Rev. Mr. Brady 
and the Rev. Mr. Farthing met these men who were in the trade, in the vestry of a 
church. Was this, upon the part of these two clergymen, an honest effort to try and 
produce an observance of the law in this town ?—I am sure it was. 

4707a. You stated that seeing the earnestness of that effort, you were willing for 
one to go in and try and carry it out !—That is it. IT did not give them encouragement 
at first, but I told them that I would not be a stumbling block. 

4708a. Was Mr. Brady a Roman Catholic clergyman ?—Yes, and Mr. Farthing 
was a clergyman of the Church of England. 

4709a. Do I understand you to say that after these two clergymen had taken that 
step with these men who were in the traffic, the temperance people held a meeting at 
which they denounced it as a combination of Rum, Rome and Ritualism ?—Yes, they 
said it was a meeting composed of the three R’s, Rum, Rome and Ritualism. 

4710a. You told us that, from the wav this honest effort on the part of these two 
clergymen to produce benefit in the community, was met by the temperance men, you 
refused to take part in it ?—Yes. 

By Mr. Clarke: 

4711a. Was this published in the newspapers !— Yes, it was published in the Review. 

4712a. In the form of a report of a meeting of the temperance people /— Yes. 

4713a. And was the statement published in the paper that this was a meeting of 
Rum, Rome and Ritualism !—Yes, the three R’s. 

47140. Are you a total abstainer yourself !—I am. 

4715a. How long ago was that meeting?—That was four months before the vote 
was taken. The vote was taken last year. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


4716a. There is no doubt about the honesty on the part of the two clergymen refer- 
red to, and this honest attempt to produce an observance of the law implies that there 
had been a non-observance of the law on the part of the licensees prior to that meeting ? 
—TI do not comprehend. 

4717-18a. I mean that the fact that these ministers and others met together to bring 
about an agreement amongst the licensees to observe the law, was based - upon their be- 
lief that you were not observing the law ?—I am perfectly satisfied of that, because when 
Mr. Farthing approached me he said that Father Brady had met him on ‘the street and 
wanted him to go into an effort to get the hotel-keepers to pledge themselves not to 
break the law from seven o'clock on Saturday night until six o’clock on Monday morn- 
ing. I did not see any sense in it. Then Mr. Farthing told me that he had spoken to 
Mr. Thompson down here at the Commercial, and to several others, and they were per- 
fectly willing to go into it. I talked it over a little while with Mr. Farthing, and finally 
I said that I did not want to be a stumbling block. 

4719a. But when you heard that some person had said that it was a union of Rum, 
Rome and Ritualism, did you believe that that justified you in continuing the non-ob- 
servance of the law 1—Well, I am only speaking for myself. 

4720a. Does the ohservance of the law turn on what somebody says or does not 
say /—Of course, you place your self in my position. I had a license to sell intoxicating 
liquors, and I went into this thing to help it along, to help keep the law during onhae 
hours, and then for people who had been advocating temperance all their lives and mak- 
ing a great hobby of it, to come up and : fidicale. the thing in that way—it kind of 
nestled me. 

472la. And you concluded you would go on and break the law as you liked ?—I 
did not may so. 

4722a. You would not agree not to break the law ?—I do not mean to say that I 
broke the law. I do not say aS about it. My reputation as a hotel man will 
stand in this town anywhere. 


The Commission then adjourned. 
J. C. MILuer. 
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WINDSOR, October 11th, 1893. 
The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic met this day at 10 o’clock, a.m. 
Present : 
JupGE McDona.p. Mr. E. F. Ciarke. Rey. Dr. McLeop. 


Jupce McDONALD.—The sitting of the Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic is 
now open for the despatch of business. I have to explain that the Chairman of the Com- 
mission, Sir Joseph Hickson, who has just returned from Europe, is not with us to-day ; 
and Mr. Gigault of Quebec, another member of the Commission, has not as yet joined 
us upon our Ontario tour. The subjects upon which we have been charged to obtain 
data, are as follows :— 


1. Effects of the liquor traffic upon all interests affected by it in Canada. 

2. The measures which have been adopted in this and other countries with a view 
to lessen, regulate or prohibit the traffic. 

3. The results of those measures in each case. 

4. The effect that the enactment of a prohibitory liquor law in Canada would have 
in respect to social conditions, agricultural business, industrial and commercial interests, 
and the revenue requirements of the municipalities, the Provinces and the Dominion ; 
also as to its capability of efficient enforcement. 

5. All other information bearing on the question of prohibition. 


Her Majesty’s Commission was opened at Brockville on the 2nd October, for this 
Province. Therefore we will not have the Letters Patent read again. The usual rule is 
to call the Chief Magistrate of the town when he is present. As I do not see him here, 
we will call upon the Police Magistrate. 


ALEXANDER BARTLETT, of Windsor, Police Magistrate, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


4723a. For how many years have you been Police Magistrate?—Since 1878. I 
might say further that I have been connected with matters of justice since 1858. I was 
Clerk of the town up to 1878, and since that time I have been Police Magistrate. 

4724a. Since you have had an official connection with the affairs of the town, has 
there been much increase in the population ?—It has increased from 2,000 in 1858, to 
about 11,000 at present, perhaps more. 

4725. Have you here an orderly and law-abiding community ?—I think so. I 
think we are certainly as orderly a town as any town of its size, perhaps, in Canada. 

4726a. You have peculiar conditions here, I suppose, owing to a very large city 
being so near on the other side of the river ?—Yes, and yet we are not so much troubled 
from that as you would imagine. I may say that we are accustomed to put our criminal 
laws into force pretty eftectively, and they know it on the other side. 

4727a. Is there a good feeling between the officers of justice on both sides of the 
river, and are they ready to aid each other in preserving good order ?—There is the very 
best of feeling. Our police and the police of Detroit are on the best terms. I may say 
that I have also two men of the Ontario Provincial Police under my charge, besides the 


police of the town. As you know, this is a jumping off place, and we are receiving tele- 
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grams almost every day of persons running away from some place or another, and our 
officers are here to interrupt them on the railway, or to see after them after they ¢ go to 
Detroit. I may say further that I am an Extradition Commissioner as well. I do all 
that business here, the County Court Judge scarcely does any. The fact is, we allow 
prisoners to be taken from here, and they do the same over there to some extent, with- 
out going to the expense of a trial for extradition, in, perhaps, nine cases out of ten. 

4728a. Prisoners exercise their option in going backwards and forwards /— Exactly. 
We allow them their choice. We generally explain the law to them, and tell them that 
it is entirely voluntary with them whether they go there or not. 

4729a. What class of crime usually prevails in this section ?—The Chief of Police, 
who acts as clerk, has a tabulated statement which he will give you. We have consider- 
able drunkenness here. 

4730a. You have never had a prohibitory law in force in this county /—No. 

473la. Has the Scott Act been voted upon at all in this county !—I think it has 
never been before us. 

4732a. Do you know whether separate municipalities of this county have adopted 
local prohibition !—Yes, the Dunkin Act was adopted in the township of Colchester, 
and I am not sure but that it is there yet. The town of Essex is still under the Dunkin 
Act, so I judge that it is in force in Colchester. 

4733a. Do you know whether there are any townships in your county that have 
taken votes under the recent Ontario Act, allowing a township or village to vote on this 
question !—TI do not think so, not so far as I Pon ater, 

4734a. You say there is a certain amount of drunkenness here. Can you tell us 
whether there are many licensed houses of public entertainment !—There are a good 
many, in fact I think there are too many. J am under the impression that we have 22 
or 23. The town clerk will give you that information. 

4735a. Do the cases of crime that come before you for investigation, other than 
those of drunkenness, arise in any way from the liquor traffic ?—I would not say that 
now. You will remember that the new Extradition Act between this country and the 
United States came into operation, I think in 1890. Previous to that this town was 
a rendezvous for quite a number of what we call crooks. Some of our principal hotels 
had as many as ten or fifteen ; and sometimes I have seen as many as thirty or forty 
fugitives from justice here from the United States. Since the new Extradition Act we 
have been rid of that altogether. 

4736a. It was not owing to the license that they were here ?—Not at all. 

4737a. They were men, in most cases, who had committed embezzlement in the 
United States?—Yes, refugees from justice. We have nothing of that kind here 
now atall. 

4738a. Aside from cases of drunkenness, can you tell us whether a considerable 
proportion of the other offences, such as larceny and burglary are committed by persons 
of intemperate habits !—I should think there would be from 50 to 60 per cent, at least, 
of the indictable offences. 

4739a. Do you find many cases of what we call petty larceny committed by people 
who steal something to get drink ?—There is a large amount of that. 

4740a. Have you much poverty in Windsor ?!—Not a great deal. We have an ar- 
rangement with a number of ladies in this town who have established what they call a 
Home for the Friendless, and what poverty we have is entirely controlled by that 
body. 

4741a. Can you tell us who is the President of that Home?!—Mrs. Thorpe, and I 
think Mrs. Radcliffe is the matron. Mrs. Thorpe, who is a very excellent person, I 
think would be willing to come before the Commission and tell you how many,of those 
people are there through drink. 


4742a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law?—I do not 
think I would. 
4743a. Have you had any experience of a prohibitory law !—No, but I have had 
experience in enforcing the ordinary license system. 
4744. Do you find any difficulty in enforcing that ?—Of course I do. 
ALEXANDER BARTLETT. 
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4745a. Are there many cases before you for breaches of that law ?—A good many. 
I have not had much difficulty in enforcing the law for this town; offenders generally 
plead guilty. But there are casesin which perjury is committed of the very worst des- 
cription. I may mention that I am Police Magistrate for the north riding of Essex as 
well, so that I go clear to the town of Tilbury and the town of Sandwich. In the town 
of Sandwich there was a case tried before me where four persons were witnesses, and I 
am perfectly satisfied the whole four committed perjury, swearing to a falsehood without 
as much as a qualm of conscience. I feel that there is more perjury committed with re- 
gard to the liquor trattic than there is in any other class of cases brought before us. 

4746a. To what do you attribute that /—I attribute it to this fact, that people do 
not like to be confined by prohibitory law, and when they want to get liquor they are 
very lenient with their conscience, and think it is only a moral offence to get it contrary 
to law. 

4747a. Is there a certain amount of sympathy for a man who is in the traffic ?— 
Yes, no doubt about it. In my experience I have seen very respectable persons give 
equivocal evidence in liquor cases, who in other matters are perfectly reliable. 

4648a. Suppose these people were called in some civil case in which they were in- 
terested, suppose they were owing a debt, do you believe they would tell the truth then ? 
—I think quite a large proportion of them would. These four men that came before me 
last week were the ordinary run of men, and I have no doubt they would tell the truth 
in other cases. 

4749a. But in liquor cases they will stretch a point and try and clear the liquor 
seller !—Try to shield him. 

4750a. Have you very many such cases ?—Not many. 

4751a. You say they generally plead guilty when you had them before you Yes, 
I have collected quite an amount in fines. There must have been ten or twelve cases 
brought up, and most of them pleaded guilty. 

4752a. Were they for Sunday selling, or selling on Saturday nights ?—Some for 
Sunday selling, and some for selling without a license. 

4753a. Have you many illicit places in Windsor ?—Not so far as I know. The 
Chief of Police will be able to inform you on that point. I think if there are any, they 
are in the rural districts. 

4754a. In case a prohibitory law were enacted, prohibiting the manufacture, impor- 
tation and sale of spirituous liquors, would you deem it right that brewers and distillers 
should be remunerated for their plant and machinery which would be rendered useless 4 
—Yes. It would ruin these gentlemen if they were not remunerated. There is no 
question about that. We have near this town the largest distillery in the country: I 
think it is next to Gooderham’s, I mean Walker’s distillery. Now, if the manufacture 
of liquor was stopped at Walkerville, it would ruin that place. 

4755a. Do you deem it right in such a case that the owner should be remunerated 
for his plant and other things that would be rendered useless ?—I would not say to the 
full extent, but I should think it would be well to do that. I do not think you are 
going to succeed in any other way. But the question with me is: would it be possible 
for us to enforce a prohibitory liquor law and prevent its being brought in from the 
United States? Here in Windsor it would be of no advantage to us, because it is sold 
almost without restraint just across the river. 

4756a. Do you think such a law could be enforced in this community !—I think it 
might be enforced if the manufacture and sale were absolutely prohibited. But the 
mere fact of prohibiting the manufacture would be of very little value if it could be 
imported. 

4757a. Do you mean there would be importation of liquor from over the river !—I 
will tell you my argument. It has often been said to me that if we put the Sunday law 
strictly in force here, our people will go over the river and spend their money there. 
That indicates to my mind that there would be a large amount of drinking going on on 
the other side of the river by people from this place, if we had a prohibitory liquor law. 

4758a. It is not that you fear liquor being brought from there here, but that people 
will go from here there and drink !— Yes, and come back here. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 


4759a. And your police will have to take charge of them after they come back !— 
In all probability. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4760a. We will be glad to hear any suggestions you may desire to make on the sub- 
ject of the license law ?—I am in favour of raising the license fee. My idea is that the 
more places you license, the more loafers you have. They are points around which 
loafers congregate. If we could shut up a great many of these places, I think it would 
be a blessing to the community. Iam strongly opposed to this indiscriminate lcensing 
ot everybody who wants a license. I think if our licenses were raised we would get 
more respectable people to take hold of the business. 

476la. You speak of loafers about these places. A witness before us, yesterday, at 
Woodstock, I think it was the governor of the jail, said that he traces crime to three 
principal sources, according to his experience, viz. : idleness, drink and sensuality. He 
thought that idleness was the most prolific cause, and that idleness leads to the drink 
habit. What would you say as to that, according to your own experience /—I think he 
is not much out of the way. I have noticed that respectable places won't allow idlers 
and loafers about, but the low places are a sort of rendezvous for that class of people. I 
have noticed that the lowest of our groggeries are great centres of idleness. 

4762a. Have these low groggeries comparatively increased in numbers /—Perhaps 
not so much in the town of Windsor as outside of it. 

4763a. Have licensed places increased in the country ?—I think in the town of 
Sandwich, and also in the town of Windsor, we could easily dispense with a great many 
licensed places. In this town we could dispense with five or ten very easily, because 
there must be five or ten that have no accommodation, or very little for guests coming 
into town. My opinion is that instead of having what may be called saloons, we ought 
to have places where a traveller would be taken care of. 

4764a. Where does your Inspector of licenses reside !—Our Inspector is Mr. Pacaud, 
and he resides in town. I think it would be well to call him here. 

4765a. Who are the License Commissioners ?’—Mr. William McKee, who lives in 
town; Mr. Nuttson, who lives in town, and a French gentleman who lives in the 
country. 

4766. Are there any other suggestions you will like to make !—I do not know of 
any. 


By Mr. Clarke :; 


4767a. With regard to the number of places where liquor is sold, the Council can 
reduce the number, can they not ?—The Council can do it, but the Council have not 
done it. 

4768a. Have any representations been made to the gentlemen composing the Council 
as to the advisability of reducing the number ?—I do not think so. I do not think 
there has been a single petition or anything of that kind got up. 

4769a. Then there is no general desire to have them reduced?—No. I think the 
Council are rather pleased to have an extra fee. That seems to be the idea at present. 
I have been very anxious to raise the license fee, and I think a vote here on that ques- 
tion would be in favour of raising the license. 

4770a. Would that be for the purpose of increasing the revenue that the town 
derives from licenses, and lowering the burden of taxation upon the people generally !— 
I do not think it would increase the revenue, because if they raised the license fee, a 
number would go out of the business. From the few you would getaboutas much as from 
the many at present. 

4771a. Would there be less drunkenness if there were fewer places /—I think so. 

4772a. If the license fees were increased what class would likely remain in the busi- 
ness /—I think there are a number of very respectable men in the business now who 
would remain in. 

ALEXANDER BARTLETT. 
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4773a. Do you think it is advisable to have the trade in respectable hands ?—It is 
far better. 

4774a. Why !—We would have better houses and more respectable houses. 

4775a. Would it not be well to make the traffic as disreputable as possible by 
giving disreputable people licenses !—Well, it would cause more work to the police, that 
is, the town would not be quite so orderly as it is at present. 

4776a. You think it is an advantage then to the morals of the community, that if 
saloons anc hotels are to be licensed, respectable people only should get the license !— 
Yes. We have some saloons here conducted admirably. There is one in my mind that 
does not violate, so far as I know, either the Sunday law or any other. This man has 
been a long time in the business, and he has found it to his advantage to keep strictly 
within the law. He has never been before me in all the fifteen years he has been in 
business. 

4777a. On the whole, has drunkenness and the drink habit been increasing or 
diminishing in this town during past years ?—I think it has decreased within the last 
five or six years. I think the convictions were more numerous in proportion to the 
population ten or fifteen years ago than they are to day. 

4778a. To what do you attribute the decrease ?—I do not know what the cause has 
been. Sometimes I think the law has been more eftectually put in force. 

4779a. They are afraid to face the music, is that it /—Perhaps there is something 
in that. But I do not think our convictions have increased, hardly any, within the last 
five or ten years. 

4780a. What have you got to say with regard to the treating custom, people going 
into bars and inviting others to come in and drink? Don’t you think that promotes 
drinking and drunkenness to a great extent !—I have no doubt about it, although no 
one ever took me in to drink. . 

4781la. Would it be a good thing if there were no open bars, if they were all closed 
up !—I think that would be an improvement. The open bar is no doubt a source of 
enticement. When I was in the old country I noticed in going through Scotland there 
were no open bars. Although Scotland is quite a place for drinking, yet I saw very 
little of anything that was disreputable, no loafers around these houses. If you wanted 
drink you had to send for it and get it in a private room. 

4782a. Would not that be an improvement !—That might be better. I think there 
is no doubt that the drinking customs are largely attributable to the treating system, 
although I must confess that my experience is very little. 

4783a. I think you expressed yourself as not favourable to a prohibitory law under 
existing circumstances !—I do not know what good it would do us here in Windsor. 

4784a, Would asimilar result be obtained in other places /—I should fancy it would, 
right along the border. It would be a very serious matter to enforce a prohibitory law 
on the frontier. I have been a temperance man myself for fifty years, ever since I came 
to this country. I have assisted our friends, the temperance people, in putting the law 
into force so far as possible. But I have found this difficulty among the temperance 
people, that they do not assist us as much as we would like to have them. 

4785, But the community has the advantage of their personal example and habits ? 
—Yes, we have that. 

4786a. In what other way should they assist you !/—No doubt a great number of 
reports come into the License Inspector from the temperance people, but I have observed 
that they keep in the back ground, they will not come boldly forward and give evidence 
of what they know. It would be a good thing if they would do that. Of course we 
know that an informer is looked upon with a great deal of suspicion, he is a person that 
is hounded by the community. I do not know why that should be so withregard to 
putting liquor laws in force any more that with regard to any other law ; but it is a 
fact which we cannot explain. It has frequently occurred in other places, but not here, 
that liquor informers have been brought up for perjury. You see that about Hamilton 
and London. 

4787a. Would you expect the temperance people to come forward and testify in 
court /—They might act as a sort of moral police and help us. 
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4788a. Would you have them go into bars during prohibited hours to see if the 
license law was being observed, and act as Inspectors and policemen ?—I do not see why 
they should not. 

4789a. But there are officers specially to do that duty !/—That is very true. But 
if I found a person giving liquor to my son, nothing would hinder me from going in and 
taking him out of that place, and arraigning the liquor seller. 

4790a. You have had no experience of the operation of the Scott Act /—None 
whatever. 

4791a. Do you know anything about how the Dunkin Act worked in this township 
you speak of /—I think it did curtail the selling of liquor, so the Inspector told me. The 
difficulty was that there was a good deal of clandestine selling. 

4792a. Is there any village or town in that township without a license /— Yes, 
Harrow has no license. 

4793a. What is the state of things in Harrow ?—There have been several prosecu- 
tions there for selling without a license. 

4794a. Has the sale been going on long illegally ?—I think not. They are selling, 
but the sale is very small compared with what it would be if it was a licensed house. 

4795a. You think in these hotels,where there are no licenses, there is less liquor sold 
than with a license /—There is no question about that. 

4796a. Do you know whether the effect of the operation of that law has been to 
lead people to bring lquor into their houses ?—I cannot say as to that. I think that 
township was pretty free from drunkenness. There is a big population in that township, 
and perhaps it is not so orderly sometimes as others. There is a large coloured popula- 
tion there, and I notice that when they come up here or go to Detroit, they get on 
sprees. I have had occasion to convict some of them for being drunk and disorderly on 
their way back home. They do not get it so much in their own township, but they get 
it when they go outside. 

4797a. They get it when they go away from home ?—Yes. I think the Walkerville 
railway had some little difficulty with some of these people on their trains, going down 
from Walkerville into the township, and we caught five or ten of them and fined and 
confined them, so that they have been keeping the peace since. That is an instance to 
show how they indulge in liquor when they come up here, that they could not get in 
their own township. 

4798a. On the whole, is the license law fairly well observed by the hotel and saloon 
keepers in Windsor !—I think so. There is one thing I would like very much to see. I 
have been anxious for the License Commissioners to pass a resolution, or the Town 
Council to pass a by-law limiting the sale of liquor to 11 o’clock at night. We have not 
got that. 

4799a. What is the hour now ?—12 o'clock, and the by-laws are of such a character 
that I cannot put them in force. 

4800a. Have you drawn the attention of the Council to the difficulties ?—I have. 

4801la. The by-law in its present shape cannot be enforced ?—It cannot. We want 
a resolution to stop the sale of liquor after 11 o’clock, but we have not got it. 

4802a. What are the hours for closing now?—I do not know of any. They may 
drink the whole night, as far as I know. 

4803. Up to 12 o’clock on Saturday night !—No, not Saturday night. We will take 
care of that, because we have put that under the Statute. Seven o’clock is the hour on 
Saturday night. 

4804a. Is not the hour of closing on other days named in the Statute as midnight? 
—I do not think so. 

4805a. Then there is free sale from midnight on Sunday, if there are any customers, 
until six o’clock Monday morning ?—Yes, and from six o’clock Monday morning till 
seven o’clock on Saturday night. We have that practically. I think it would do a great 
deal of good if we could only close up these saloons at 11 o’clock. 

4806a. Has there been no general demand for this change ?—No general demand. 
We have a very peculiar people here, they do not demand those things. 
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4807a. Has the attention of the Government been drawn to the fact that no provi- 
has been made to cover these hours ?—Yes, I have done it myself. 

4808a. What has been the result ?—I do not know whether they have written to 
the Commissioners or not. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4809a. What is the license fee ?—I think it is about $250. The Town Clerk can 
tell you that better than I can. 

4810a. You are inclined to believe that the licensees violate the law a good deal ? 
Somewhat, yes. 

481la. According to your statement just now as to time, the only period during 
which they can violate it is between Saturday night and Monday morning /—Yes. 

4812a. And you think they do that between Saturday night and Monday morning, 
because there is no other time in which they can violate it as to hours !—There are some 
violations during that time, but I would not say there are many, because we have no 
drunkenness on Monday morning. If our cells were full on Monday morning, we would 
then say that it was owing to the Sunday drinking. But that has not been our experience. 

4813a. Still you do have some cases before you !/—Yes. 

4814a. Are these for Sabbath selling ?—Yes, we have a good many cases of Sabbath 
selling. 

4815a. And for selling to minors !—None. 

4816a. For selling to drunken people !—None. 

4817a. For selling to Indians 1—We have no Indians here. 

4818a. Do you think that all the cases of Sunday violation come before the court 4 
—TI would not say that, I think only a small percentage of them. 

4819a. The Sunday law, then, is not very strictly enforced !—No. 

4820a. You spoke about a notion of some people that if the law were strictly 
enforced as to Sunday, people would go over to Detroit and buy !—Yes. 

4821la. Was that notion put forth by the officials of the town ?—No, I think not. 

4822a. The suggestion was made in the interest of the liquor dealers /—Decidedly. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4823-4a. You gave that as your opinion also, did you not !—I mentioned that as a 
reason, that if the Sunday law was absolutely enforced from seven o’clock on Saturday 
till six o’clock on Monday morning—that was the statement that was made—that people 
would go to Detroit to buy their liquor. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4825a. So that there is really nothing like an absolute enforcement of the Sunday 
law ?—No. 

4826a. And the cases you have before you for violation of that law, are only asmall 
percentage of the violations /—I should think a very small percentage. 

4827a. When you spoke about some of these places being conducted admirably, 
will you kindly explain what you meant by that ?—I meant so far as the Sunday law 
was concerned. I mentioned one saloon that I think keeps the law completely, that is, 
the proprietor shuts up at seven o’clock on Saturday night and keeps it closed until six 
o'clock on Monday morning. 

4828. Then after that he sells night and day until the next Saturday night ?—He 
can do that if he likes. 

4829a. Is that a saloon or a hotel !—It is a saloon. 

4830a. Have you provision for saloons here ?—I think our town is allowed two. 

4831a, And the rest are supposed to be hotels /—Yes. 

4832a. Are they hotels ?—I should say that six or seven of them were not hotels. 

4833a. Who winks at that violation of the law, the Commissioners or the Council ?— 
They pretend to have the accommodation. They show that they have four bed-rooms, 
and stabling and all that. 

4834a. The Commissioners must know whether they have or not !—They will be 
able to tell you that. 
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4835a. It is your belief, however, that these are not bond fide hotels !—It is my 
belief they are not. I believe that hotels should be places where travellers and guests 
can go to find meals and accommodation at all hours. 

4836a. I should think there would be scarcely a necessity for twenty hotels and 
two saloons in a town of 11,000 !—Certainly not. 

4837a. How many shop licenses have you here ?—I think there are four. 

4838a. Have the license holders of these shops been before you for violation of the 
law 1—No. 

4839a. For selling in smaller quantities than the law allows, or to some one on the 
premises /—None of those here, but some outside. 

4840a. You think the shop licensees here then are observant of the law ?’—They 
have been so. 

4841a. So far as they have come under your observation and notice !—We have 
had none of them charged with selling in less quantities than three half-pints. 

4842a. You think there are no illicit sellers ?—I am not aware of any. 

4843a. Have any been before you for unlicensed sale/—Yes. We had one this 
year, a poor old man for selling beer away at the back end of the town. He was incar- 
cerated for three months, and we let him go. He was a poor sickly creature who began 
selling beer to his neighbours at the back end of the town. 

4844a. It would not be against the law to sell beer, would it ?—Yes, lager beer. 

4845a. Do you find that the licensees give information against unlicensed parties, 
or do they pay no attention to it /—I could not say. The Chief will be able to tell you. 

4846a. I suppose that with so many licenses, there is scarcely any opportunity for 
a non-licensed man to sell ?—Perhaps that might be the reason. 

4847a. You spoke about respectable places, and you thought the fee might be 
raised so that you would weed out the less reputable places, and confine the trattc to 
respectable places !—That would be my idea. 

4848a. You said these lower class places were the resorts of idlers and rowdies, and 
the like ?—Yes. 

4849a. Have you ever observed during your forty years experience, that there is a 
percentage of people who begin in the respectable places, and who by and by resort to 
lower places !—It is just possible that is the case. 

4850a. Did you ever know them to graduate up?—Very few graduate up, they 
graduate down. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


485la. Are they ever reclaimed !—Yes ; we have one institution in town that has 
reclaimed quite a number. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4852a. What do you refer to/—We have here what they call a gold cure, and I 
believe it has been a great advantage to quite a number, several have told me that they 
had gone through it, and that they had been absolutely cured. 

4853a. And are they standing firm ?—TI think that institution has turned out from 
50 to 100, and there are only three who have broken through. 

4854a. Do you find that that gold cure establishment has had the effect of diminish- 
ing the cases for drunkenness that come before the court !—I would not say that, because 
a good many of the gold cure men are from outside of Windsor. Some of them are 
from Detroit, some from Chatham, and some from the country. 

4855a. So it is not so much a benefit to Windsor people as to people who live else- 
where !—I think not. A poor man is not able to go through the operation. 

4856a. Drinking men, as a rule, are poor men, are they ?—Most of them that 
come before me are poor men. 

4857a. Does the drink have anything to do with their being poor ’—To a large 
extent. 

4858a. You think that it promotes poverty ?—To a very large extent. I do not 
know of anything that is equal to it. 
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4859a. You said a little while ago that you agreed with a gentleman who was quoted 
as saying that the chief cause of crime was idleness, and then came drunkenness. Do 
you think that the drinking itself produces idleness as much as idleness produces drink- 
ing !—That is a somewhat difficult question to answer. Drinking is the cause why a 
large number of persons do not support their families. I have had quite a number 
brought before me for neglecting to support their families, but unfortunately the new 
code has taken away from us the power we did have of punishing a man that would not 
support his family. 

4860a. Have you had a good many cases !—A good many cases of that kind and 
invariably through drunkenness. 

486la. Do you find that these saloons are centres of most of the disorder that 
occurs in the town !—There is very little disorder from the saloons. 

4862a. Does the disorder come from the people who usually resort to these lower 
class saloons !—Yes, but we have very little disorder within the saloons. 

4863a. They are sharp enough to get them out?—Yes. The disorder arises on the 
public streets of the town. 

4864a. But does the disorder come from people who are known to be frequenters of 
these places for the most part. We have a by-law called the ‘“ Public Morals By-Law,” 
and I suppose 90 per cent of the offences against that law come through drink. 

4865a. Have you much juvenile crime here !—We havea little juvenille crime, but 
it is mostly in the way of petty larcenies. 

4866a. Do you find that any proportion of that juvenile crime is traceable, directly 
or indirectly, to the drink habit on the part of their parents or guardians !—No, there 
are some crimes committed by children of very respectable parents, some of them of 
wealthy parents. 

4867a. Is that the rule or the exception !—I would say that drinking has very 
little to do with that kind of crime. 

4868a. Do you find that the families who are neglected by reason of the drink habit 
on the part of the head, gravitate towards crime !—That may be a serious matter in 
several families ; but I have in my mind just now two or three boys that I sent to the 
reformatory at Penetanguishene who were children of respectable parents, honest and 
industrious people, but they could not control their children, they were incorrigible. 

4869a. Are the majority of cases, cases of that kind?—I would say so. We have 
great difficulty from the idleness of children, and their truancy from the public school. 
Being situated on the frontier, with an easy boat service in summer time, this is a great 
place for children keeping away from school, and it would take the whole of our police 
force to keep the children properly at school in certain seasons of the year. I believe 
that a large proportion of the juvenile crime particularly dishonesty, comes from that 
source. Then there is another thing which has nothing to do with the drink habit, 
which promotes juvenile crime, and that is selling newspapers. I do not believe there 
is any more prolific cause of crime in this town than the selling of newspapers by chil- 
dren. We have great difficulty with these children. They begin young, and they go 
right on. 

4870a. You mean they are brought into contact with people around the saloons !— 
Yes, and they attain an unusual amount of smartness, and learn slang and all sorts of 
bad language. 

4871a. I think you said if the number of bars were reduced, there would be less 
drunkenness ?—TI think so. 

4872a. So you think the bar necessarily produces drunkenness !—I think so. 

4873. Then the fewer bars the lesser drunkenness !—The fewer bars the lesser 
number of loafers around them. 

4874a. Have you much smuggling here !—There is no liquor smuggled, or hardly 
any. We make it right here. 

4875a. But have you much smuggling of other things in a general way ?—I suppose 
there is a little. 

48760. Do you think the revenue law is pretty well enforced /—Pretty well, but 
still there is smuggling. That is one of the things in doing which you cannot make the 
people believe that they are doing a great deal of harm. 
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4877a. Would it be a good thing to abolish the revenue law because it was violated ? 
—I do not know about that, although we might say that free trade between this country 
and the other side would be, no doubt, an advantage. 

4878. But the violation of the revenue law is not urged as a reason for its aboli- 
tion ’—No, I think not. But as regards the smuggling of liquor, I do not know that 
there is any. 

4879a. Now, just one other question. You are a man of years and of wide expe- 
rience. From your observation, and especially from your personal contact with criminals 
of various kinds, what do you think is the effect of the drink traffic and the drink habit 
upon the social conditions of the community, and upon the morals of the people ?—It is 
deleterious to a large extent, there is no question about that. I would say that from 
50 to 60 per cent at least, of crime, is traceable more or less to drink. 

4880a. Have you observed what is the effect of the drink traffic upon the indus- 
trial interests and general business interests of the community and the country ’—By 
that you mean the labouring classes, and men engaged in various kinds of business. 

48801a. Yes.—I could not say much as to that. You would need to question some 
of the business men. But there is no doubt a large amount of drinking among the 
labouring classes which brings a great deal of hardship upon them, and it is pretty 
general. I mean by that that there are very few absolute teetotallers amongst the 
labouring or mechanical classes. 

488la. Do you think that fact is chargeable in any degree to the existence of the 
legalized trade in their midst ?—To the legalized trade and to the treating habit. I think 
there is no doubt about that. 


By Mr. Clarke: 
4882a. Are the laws against smuggling openly violated 7—No, they would not be. 
By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4883a, Are the laws against unlicensed liquor selling openly violated 7—No, I do 
not say that either, and 1 may give you a little story to illustrate. My predecessor, Mr. 
Caron, when he was Police Magistrate, was sitting in judgment upon a certain person 
who was accused of selling liquor on Sunday. Several witnesses came up, and it was pro- 
ved conclusively that there was no selling on that day, and of course the Magistrate was 
obliged to dismiss the case. The gentlemen who was defending him is now our County 
Judge, Judge Horne, and he said to the Magistrate, ‘‘ How those fellows will le.” 
“What do you mean,” said the Magistrate. ‘ Why, those fellows all perjured themselves.” 
“No, no,” said the Magistrate. “That can’t be possible.” ‘“ Why,” said the other, “I 
know, for I was present, and I drank myself.” 

4884a. Who? The Judge?—Yes. So the Magistrate had to dismiss the case. It 
was a case of ocular demonstration. 


By Judge McDonald: 


4885a. You have spoken of boys who sell newspapers? Are they mostly sons of 
residents ?—Yes, the most of them. 

4886a. Are any of them orphan boys, with nobody to look after them ?—So far as 
I know, there are no orphan boys selling. 

4887a. Do the parents of these boys not exercise control over them !—My impres- 
sion is that the parents of these boys who allow them to sell newspapers, are doing 
their children a great damage. Some of them are respectable persons. 

4888. Are there any girls selling newspapers here ?—No, I think not. This news- 
paper selling by children is one of the reasons for the large amount of truancy from the 
public schools that I spoke about. I suppose about 2000 newspapers come in here from 
the other side and are sold every day, perhaps more than that, including the evening and 
morning papers. 
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4889a. Does newspaper selling do more harm than the drink traffic ?—I would not 
say that, but I say that the children are led astray, I believe, toa large extent from 
that cause. 


By Judge McDonald: 


4890a. You must have a reading community there where so large a number of 
newspapers are sold /—Yes, we are a reading community here. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


4891la. You spoke about the small percentage of the labouring classes who are total 
abstainers. Are these men able to find employment all the year round, or have they 
periods of enforced idleness !—Perhaps a part of the time when there is corporation 
work. But we have three railroads centering here, with a population of engineers, fire- 
men, conductors, brakesmen and so on; of course there is no enforced idleness with 
regard to them. 

4892a. Does the drink habit prevail amongst these railway employes !—No, but 
they are not total abstainers at least very few of them are. 

4893a. Do they drink in any degree to their own detriment ?—The railway com- 
panies are very severe upon men who drink too much. If a railway man was convicted 
before me of drunkenness, he would be dismissed from his position. 

48940, Then railway men are not addicted to drinking !—Not addicted to heavy 
drinking. They are a sober and industrious class. 

4895a. They do not have idle spells ?—No. 

4896a. Take the ordinary labourers that work about the docks !—They are mostly 
coloured men who do the unloading of coal here, and these are idle during the winter 
season, and unfortunately many of them drink the most of their money and they are in 
wretchedness the rest of the year. 

4897a. During the idle spell they drink all they make when they are busy ?—Yes. 
I would like to mention another thing. You know that the raising of grapes in this 
county is an immense business ; I believe millions of gallons of wine are manufactured 
in this county, and at present I believe it is not licensed. I think it would be well for 
you to understand the extent of that business here, largely done in Sandwich, and also 
at Walkerville. I think it would be well for you to take into consideration that here is 
an immense business, that is growing all the time. 

4898a. How would that business be affected in the event of prohibition ?—That is 
just the point. At present I think it does not even come under a license law. A man 
can sell at his own place two bottles or one gallon of his wine, provided it is not drunk on 
the premises. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


4899a. What is the objection to drinking it on the premises !—I will give you an 
illustration. There is a gentleman near here who has a large vineyard and is a great 
manufacturer of wine, and he is also a large brick maker. A case came before me where 
he was charged with supplying each of his men with a bottle or two of wine a day. He 
charged 15 cents a bottle and charged it against them at the end of the week. It isa 
well known fact that the men got drunk on that wine. Now, that is not a thing to be 
encouraged. 

4900a. So this man was paying his employees largely in grog 1—He was paying 
them really with his wine. The case is yet swb judice and it may go for certiorari, but 
I convicted the man and made him pay $50, and they are going to appeal it. I con- 
sidered it just as well, because if they appeal it and my conviction is quashed, then cer- 
tainly the Government of Ontario will be called upon to require a license for that kind 
of sale. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


490la. Take this grape growing industry of which you speak, would the enactment 
of a prohibitory law break up this business of the manufacture of wine ?—I should 
think so. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
4902. Is the wine intoxicating !—Oh, yes. 
By Judge McDonald : 


4903a. Are the grapes grown by the men who make the wine?—Some men do not 
have enough grapes to make wine, but there are some here who grow their own grapes 
and make their own wine. Some of them buy grapes from farmers. A most excellent 
person, if you had time to go to Sandwich to see him, is our friend Mr. Girardin, an old 
Frenchman, who has a large wine cellar. He is the Mayor of Sandwich. He does a 
large business exporting wine to Montreal. 


GASPARD PACAUD, of Windsor, License Inspector, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


4904a. How long have you resided in Windsor ?—For the last 12 years. 

4905a. What is your business occupation or calling ?—My official position is that 
of License Inspector. I am engaged in real estate and loan business. I have also been 
a journalist. 

4906a. How long have you held the position of License Inspector !—Since last 
December. 

4907a. Who was your predecessor !—Mr. Elliott, he had an assistant for three or 
four years, as he was incapable of discharging the duties of his office. 

4908a. Then you have really had an experience of only one term in granting 
licenses ’—That is all. 

4909a. How many municipalities are in your district /—About nine municipalities, 
I think, including five townships, two towns and an incorporated village. 

4910a. Has the Town Council of Windsor in any way limited the number of licenses? 
—No. 

491la. Has the fee been increased at all of late years?—Yes, by a special by-law 
of the city a year ago. 

4912a. What is the fee now ?—$270 for hotels, $370 for saloons, $270 for shops, 
and $250 for wholesale. There is one wholesale license, and four shop licenses in the 
city of Windsor. 

4913a. How many tavern licenses that have accommodation for travellers ?— 
Twenty-one in Windsor, with accommodation for travellers, and three saloons. 

4914a. These three saloons have a hotel license without requiring the equipment? 
—Yes. 

4915a. Were these places all under license when you became Inspector !—No. 

4916a. How many changes have been made?—There is one less shop license this 
year, and one more saloon license than last year, the latter on account of increased pop- 
ulation. In the whole electoral division there were 84 licenses of all kinds last year. 
In the town of Windsor there were 30 last year of all kinds, and this year there are 31. 

4917a, Have youany municipalities in your district under local option prohibition ? 
—No. 

4918a. We have been told there is one municipality in the county—Kilbury Cen- 
tre /—That is not in my riding, that must be in the southern division. 
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4919a. Are the persons who hold licenses, wit: the exception of this one new saloon- 
keeper, the same as held licenses last year ?—No, there were changes. 

4920a. How were the changes made ?—By transfer. 

4921a. Are they in the same buildings that they were last year ?—Yes. 

4922a. In some cases a change of proprietor !—Yes, and some did not apply for a 
renewal of the license. 

4923a. Did others take their places !—There is a hotel which was licensed last year, 
but is not licensed this year, because they are building it over new. 

4924a. Take the case of the man who got a saloon license this year, had he been 
previously in the business /—No. 

4925a. Do vou think the necessities of the travelling public require as many places 
as you have in Windsor ?—Yes, I believe so. 

4926a. You have 21 that are kept for the entertainmert of man and beast ?—Yes. 

4927a. Do you believe all these 21 do receive travellers ?!—Yes. There are different 
grades of hotels. There are hotels for travellers proper, and others for the farming 
community. We have four or five townships the people of which come to market, and 
every hotel is packed with farmers every Saturday. 

4928a. Do you suppose there are any of these hotels which could live whithout the 
bar business ?—I could not say. 

4929a. Do you think the business the larger hotels get from the travelling public, 
would be sufficient to maintain them without the bar /—No, because it is not every day 
that the trade is profitable which they derive from the travellers. During the week per- 
haps they would not serve thirty meals, while on Saturday they would be packed all the 
time. 

4930a. How about these places that have not the equipment for travellers, that are 
saloons merely? Do you think they are an advantage to the community !—That I could 
not say. They might be an accommodation for the public. 

493la. Do you think they are a necessity in the community ?—-I do not see that 
they could be actually a necessity. But I believe it is necessary, Windsor being on the 
border, that we should have the same accommodation for the public as they have on the 
other side. We have a travelling population all along, and it is very convenient for a 
gentleman who passes by, to find good accommodation. 

4932a, What accommodation have the saloons that the hotels have not ?—Not any. 

4933a. Have they as much as the hotels ’—No. 

4934a. In that in which they have the same as the hotels, the bar, they do not dif- 
fer 1_No. 

4935a. Could not the hotels that are equipped for the accommodation of the public, 
furnish all the drink necessary 1—I do not see why they could not. 

4936. As an official, do you find that the men who are in the trattic, live up to the 
law and observe the prohibitory provisions /—Well, I think so. I do not believe they 
observe the law to the letter, but I never hear public opinion complain. 

4937a. Have you had prosecutions for selling on Sunday and Saturday night ?— 
Yes. 

4938a. So that they do not in all respects conform themselves to the law ?—Not by any 
means. I call your attention to the fact that we are near Detroit, and Detroit does not 
observe the law. Itis very hard to have our citizens go over to Detroit and spend their 
money, especially on Saturday night. I think we are trying to observe the law the best 
we can; but they say that if it was observed as we desire, it would not be a benefit to 
the town of Windsor. 

4939a. The law is passed by the Legislature, in its widsom, for the benefit of the com- 
munity, is it not /—Yes, for the benefit of the community, and that is why we are trying 
to enforce it. 

4940a. But you seem to say that owing to the proximity of Detroit on the other 
side of the river, it would be a hardship if the people were not allowed to get their liquor 
here during the prohibited hours, as otherwise they might zo over there ?—I might ex- 
plain that a man who goes out shopping on Saturday night with his wife, if he wants to 
get a glass of beer and finds that he cannot get it in Windsor because it is after hours, 
will take his wife over to the American side and will leave his money for the glass of 
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beer and a cigar, and will get a shave over there, and the business community in Windsor 
is affected by it. Perhaps his wife will buy something over there too. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 
4941a. So he will compel his wife to smuggle into the bargain /—Certainly. 
By Judge McDonald : 


4942a. In your judgment it is well to have a certain amount of elasticity ?—That 
is the reason given by the people here in Windsor. So far as I am concerned, I am to 
suppose that the law is well enforced. 

4943. But if you were to speak as a citizen or a member of the community, would 
you concur with the rest of the community in this opinion, apart from your official res- 
ponsibility !—I would provide that the license fee should be increased. As a general 
rule in Canada, when we decrease the number of licenses we elevate the grade of the 
hotel. 

4944-5. In that connection, would you favour legislation that would tend to increase 
the use of beer and light wines, and reduce that of stronger liquors !—No, because you 
could not succeed, for this reason, that if a man has a license for beer he finds an oppor- 
tunity of selling whisky also. That has been our experience here, we have declined to 
grant any more licenses for beer. 

4946a. We are told that you have in this neighbourhood a constantly increasing 
production of wine ?—We have. 

4947a. Is the consumption of this increasing?—It is, but you cannot force the 
masses to adopt wine as a beverage, it must come of their own taste. 

4948a. You think it is growing, though ?—No doubt. 

4949. Do you think it would be well to favour that growth as far as possible ?— 
Yes. 

4950a. Do you think it would be in the interest of temperance to reduce as much as 
possible the sale of the more fiery liquors, and favour the sale of light wines ?—You 
would have to follow their tastes. Ido not believe you can succeed in promoting tem- 
perance by that means, because you cannot make the masses drink what they do not want. 

495la. Have you found a growth of temperance sentiment in this community !— 
No. 

4952a. Have you found the people growing more temperate in their habits !—They 
have never been intemperate. 

4953a. Have you found them growing more temperate /—They were not intempe- 
rate enough to call my attention to any change. They have always been temperate, 
because since native wine is manufactured here, it is drunk at tables and in the family 
circle. Most of our farmers are cultivating grapes and making their own wine, and they 
drink it. 

4954a. Then there is a certain amount of private manufacture going on among the 
farmers in the community !—Yes, hundreds are making native wine. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


4955. Does that native wine take the place on the table of the farmers of the beer 
and stronger liquor /—The farmers never indulge in such a luxury as beer on the table, 
but they do with this native wine. 


By Judge McDonald : 


4956a. How do you account for the desire of these people to go over to Detroit to 
get liquor /—A man likes a glass of beer without wishing to be intoxicated. 

4957a. Don’t you think a man can get a glass of beer in Windsor without crossing 
over to Detroit?—Yes. To aman who wants to rest from the fatigue of the week and 
wants to go out with his wife, it is very annoying if he cannot get a glass of beer and a 
good cigar. It rests his mind only to think of it, and if he cannot get it in Windsor, it 
is worth his while crossing over to Detroit. That is the experience of people here. 

4958a. Have you reason to believe that the law is well observed in rural districts 
by the men in the trade ?—Yes, they live up to the requirements of their license. 
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4959a. Do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Dominion ? 
—No. 

4960a. In case such a law were passed, prohibiting the manufacture, importation 
and sale, would you deem it right that remuneration should be made to brewers and dis- 
tillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless !—Of course. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


496la. You stated that you were disposed to think that the law is well observed. 
Now, what.do you really think /—Previous to my appointment as Inspector, I knew that 
the law was violated sometimes, and I have a moral conviction that it is still. However, 
I have not seen it myself. 

4962a. As an Inspector you must have had knowledge of some violations ’—If I 
prosecute them, they come to my knowledge. 

4963a. Do you suppose you prosecute all the violations ?—All I know of. 

4964a. All that are brought to your attention !—Precisely, all that violate the law 
under my own observation. 

4965a, Still, it is your impression that there is considerable violation on the 
Sabbath 1_Well, that is my experience, as a general rule. I went to St. Thomas when 
it was under the Scott Act, and they were selling more than they are selling here; I 
mean to say that you cannot prevent a liquor dealer from selling. 

4966a. You cannot even prevent him by a license law 1—That is my belief; but as 
I say, I do not know anything that I can swear to. 

4967a. Then I understand that it is your belief that a liquor dealer, when the law 
prohibits him entirely, will sell, and when the law prohibits him one day in the week, 
will still sell on that day as well as the others ?—Yes, I believe that, but as I am under 
oath, all I can say is that so far as I can see, the law is well observed. Public opinion 
seems to be satisfied, I never hear any complaints. 

4968a. Public opinion is not particularly strong on the temperance question in this 
section, is it?—No; but if they were violating the law grossly, public opinion would 
revolt, and people would clamour and call my attention to the fact. Butit is seldom 
done. 

4969a. Perhaps the public have not any better means of knowing it than yourself ! 
—If the law is violated to a considerable extent, of course it would create public 
disorder, and public attention would be called to it. 

4970a. Is there much drunkenness here !—There is none. I do not remember that 
there have been any cases in court here on Monday morning for a long time. 

4971a. Which are the chief offenders against the Sabbath law, the saloons or the 
hotels? I think you have three saloons and twenty-one hotels ?—There was one saloon 
fined so far in the year, and the hotels have made up the balance of $530 in fines that I 
have collected so far this year. 

4972a. Have you much money on hand {‘—I bank the amounts collected. 

4973a. How much was the saloon fine ?—$20 and costs. There were some $50 paid 
in fines for selling without a license. 

4974a. The fine is always $20, is it?—That is for a licensed man. 

4975a. Then there was one saloon fined $20, and $530 have been paid in fines alto- 
gether ; so that, at the same rate, there have been 25 hotels fined ?—Yes. 

4976a. And you have twenty-one hotels in the city !—I am speaking for the whole 
riding. 

4977. How many of those were in the city’—Mostly all in the city. I must 
apologize to the Commission for not having prepared myself as called for by subpena, 
but I have had no time to do so, having been in court yesterday all day. There might 
have been five or six hotels fined outside the city. 

4978a. So that nearly every hotel in the city has been fined ?—No, by no means. 

4979a. If twenty-five hotels altogether have been fined, and five or six of them 
were outside the city, and you have twenty-one hotels in the city, it would be a fine for 
every one?—Not at all. I call your attention to the fact that some were fined for selling 


without a license. 
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4980a. How many !—Enough to make up three or four hundred dollars in fines. 

498la. How many really have been fined for not having any license ?—I would 
have to refer to my books. 

4982a, But there has been a number }—There may be three or four, I suppose. 

4983a. Fined for unlicensed sale 1—Yes, $50 and costs. 

4984a. Then the rest, except the one saloon in the city, would be hotels, and five or 
six of those hotels are outside the city, and the balance are in the city ?—Excuse me. 
In the town of Sandwich almost every hotel was fined, and I believe there are eight 
hotels there. Probably six or seven were fined there. One in Walkerville was fined 
once. In the city of Windsor, I do not think there were more than nine or ten hotel 
keepers that were fined. 

4985a. Do you think that the others have not violated the law, or that if they have 
it has not come to your knowledge 1—I have good reason to think that they do not 
violate the law. 

4986a. How large a place is Walkerville ?!—About 900 people. 

4987a. Have they licensed places there /—Two, one hotel and one shop. They are 
limited by a municipal by-law. 

4988a. Do you think these shop licensees observe the law and sell only in quantities 
as stipulated, or do some of them violate it /—This one in Walkerville was fined once, 
but as a general rule they comply with the law. I never heard any complaint. In town 
here they are highly respectable persons who hold shop licenses. 

4989a. Do you have more applications for license than you grant /—Yes. 

4990a. Every year ?—Yes, lots of them. 

4991a. How do you determine between them?—I spend the month of April in 
making a visit to all the premises for which they apply for licenses, and I choose the 
best, having in view the public comfort and public requirements, to the best of my know- 
ledge, and I send my report to the board. 

4992a. Do you ever revoke any license /—Yes. If we have reason to complain of a 
man, and he has vested interests and has been a licensee for years, we give him a warn- 
ing and grant him three months’ extension as provided by law, and if during that time 
he does uot improve, or does not comply with the desires of the Board, then he is cut off, his 
license is not renewed. 

4993a. Have there been any licenses revoked because of violations of the law ?—No. 

4994a. Have there been violations of the law ?—There have been, but the revoca- 
tion only takes place after the third offence. 

4995a. Have there been any convicted for a third offence 7—No, I never have even 
a second offence. 

4996a. Do we understand that no person has ever been charged the second time ? 
—No. I charged one last week, but the case was dismissed. 

4997a. Does this occur, that a man violates the law two or three times, and each 
offence is a first oftence /—No. I would be fined myself if I were to do anything of that 
kind. 

4998a. We have found that is done in some places ?—I would not venture to do 
that here. 

4999a. And no license has ever been revoked for violation of the law ?—No, not to 
my knowledge. 


5000a. Yet they do violate the law, and are allowed to continue to sell from year ~ 


to year /—I do not say that they make a business of violating the law. Of course I 
have caught a few violating the law. 

500la. You are the only Inspector for the riding /—Yes. 

5002a. I suppose it is quite difficult for one man to keep his eye on so large an 
area !—The law provides that I can get all the help I want, and I do get it. 

5003a. Do you ever send out detectives ?—If you allow me, I will give you an 
example. Last week there was a gentleman fined in Windsor for selling liquor on 
Saturday night, and the only offence he committed was giving a glass of beer to a Provin- 
cial Land Surveyor, one of our leading citizens here, who went in there with a friend from 
the country, and insisted upon having a glass of beer. The hotel keeper did not know 
how to decline, and he gave him a glass of beer, and he was reported and paid the fine. 
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5004a. Do you think the cases of violation are generally like that 1—Very often. 
There was another case of unintentional violation, which was reported by a boarder. 
One Sunday the boarder who was sick, instead of ringing the bell and asking for a drink, 
came down stairs and asked the bar tender, with whom he was very well acquainted, to 
go into the bar with him. He did open the bar and gave him a drink, and the hotel 
keeper was brought before the court. He was not fined because, under the circumstances, 
I declined to accept the fine, but hé paid the cost. 

5005a. How did you get your information ?—By different parties, what we call 
detective work. Suppose a hotel is reported to me as repeatedly violating the law in a 
gross manner, that there is improper conduct in the hotel on Sunday or after hours, 
then, if I believe those people who make the report, I may think it well to have detec- 
tives and find out for myself. 

5006a. It is only when a statement comes to you that there is persistent violation 
of the law that you act !—I do not say so, but I say that when it comes to that, I am 
doing my duty by trying to see whether it is true or not. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


5007a. Did I understand you to say that you are opposed to the passing of a prohi- 
bitory law in this country /—I am not opposed to it, but I do not think it would suc- 
ceed. 

5008a. Why not ?—Because I do not think you can prohibit the sale of liquor. 

5009a. Why not ?—Because we are too near the United States border, and I think 
that unless you suppress the liquor traffic all over the continent, you will not succeed in 
driving it out of Canada. The only result, in my opinion, will be that you will have an 
inferior quality of liquor which will be manufactured by every one who likes to do it, 
and you will introduce among our population a poison which wil] be far more damaging 
than the liquor traffic is to-day. 

5010a. Granting the evil effects which flow from an excessive use of liquor, and 
which are seen in this and every other country, what steps would you suggest should be 
taken to minimize these evil effects /—Increase the license fees in order to diminish the 
number of licensees. If they pay a very high fee they will have to increase their prices 
for liquor, and there will be no more cheap liquor. If you elevate the standard of our 
hotels, you will have better men in the hotels. We have many men who would not 
sell drink to a man who is under the influence of liquor, even though he is not drunk. 
If he is under the influence of liquor sufficiently to speak a little loud, or to feel a little 
better than usual, they will decline to sell him any liquor. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


50lla. But they will sell to him up to that point?—Not at all. Suppose a man 
takes a drink, the drink is not felt right away. He may take a drink in one hotel and 
go into another before he begins to feel the effects of it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5012a. Have you anything to say with regard to adulteration? Is it going on very 
generally ’—It may be more in the country than in the city. 

5013a. I mean adulteration with deleterious substances !—I never heard anything 
about that. 

5014a. Do you think, with the imposition of a higher license and a consequent re- 
duction in the number of licensed places, that those places given a license would sell purer 
liquors ?—I think so. 

5015a. Why ?—Because the better the man who enters the business the better the 
business is carried on. 

5016a. But is it advisable to have respectable men in the liquor business !—No 
doubt, because I believe it is a very respectable business. 

5017a. We are told sometimes that we ought to make it as disreputable as possible, 
so as to get respectable people to keep away from it and not go into these places. Would 
that be a good plan !—By no means, not in my opinion. 
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5018a. You would favour giving licenses to respectable people only !—Yes, by all 
means. 

5019a. Now, is there any good reason why these saloons should continue to exist, 
mere drinking places, which do not supply accommodation to travellers ?—The fact is I 
never gave the subject much attention, but I always considered that these places have 
been given a license simply because they make a better display, have a nicer bar and are 
more tempting. 

5020a. Has there ever been a general demand for a reduction of licenses here !— 
No. 

5021a. The Municipal Council can reduce the number whenever public opinion so 
desires !— Yes. 

5022a. Would there be any more illicit sales if the number of licenses were cut off 
one-half ?—I do not think so. I cannot foresee that, but I think one-half would be a 
little stiff. 

5023a. In the adjoining county it is said there is one municipality under the opera- 
tion of a local option law. Do you know anything of the condition of affairs that exists. 
there !—No. 
3 5024a. You spoke of visiting St. Thomas while the Scott Act was in force there. 
What condition of things did you observe there !—Open sale as if it was under license. 

5025a. No restraint or restriction /—Not at all. I went there as a stranger, and 
on leaving the train I went to a hotel, and the bar was open as if it had been licensed. 
Tnever knew until I got back to Toronto that St. Thomas was under the Scott Act. 

5026a. There was no appreciable difference between the Scott Act and a License 
Act !—None at all. 

5027a. Do you think it is a good condition of things to have a law made by Parlia- 
ment and put in force by the people, flagrantly and publicly violated !—Does it promote 
the moral interests of the community ?—The Legislature ought to pass no law that will 
conflict with the interests of the people. 

5028a. The Scott Act was carried in many counties by large majorities !—Because 
it had not been tried yet. 

5029. You think the reason it was repealed was because it was found to be un- 
workable !— Precisely. 

5030a. And the condition of things under it was fully as bad as under license ?— 


Yes. 


OSCAR E. FLEMING, of Windsor, Mayor, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


503la. Has Windsor got a city charter /—It became a city in 1892. 

5032a. How many wards have you !—We have now four ; before this year we had 
SIx. 

5033a. How many aldermen has each ward !—Three, the Council this year numbers 
18 ; next January we will only have 12. 

5034a. Then you have no reeves in the City Council?—No. We were separated 
from the county 13 years ago. 

5035a. How long have you been Mayor ?—This is my third term successively. 

5036a. What is your business occupation !—I am barrister and solicitor. 

5037a. Speaking as the head of the corporation for a period of three years, do you 
find that Windsor is a law-abiding and orderly city /—I think so, in view of the circum- 
stances, 

5038a. You have difficulties, I suppose, owing to Detroit being so near !/—Yes, on 
account of the proximity of Detroit. 
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5039a. Is there a class of population that floats backwards and forwards between 
the two places to any extent /—Yes. 

5040a. Have you any manufacturing industries /—Very few. 

5041a. Have you any dock labourers who work on the docks /—Yes. 

5042a. What is the principal industry here ?—It is a residential city and a railroad 
centre. 

5043a. Taking the people as a whole, are they of sober and temperate habits ?—I 
think so. 
-  5044a. Do you see much drunkenness on the streets here ?—Very little. 

5045a. Have you had any experience at all with the working of a prohibitory law ? 
—None whatever in this riding. 

5046a. Have you ever lived in any place where a prohibitory law was in force !— 
I have not. ; 

5047a. Have you had any experience of such a law ?—I resided in the township of 
Colchester, in this county, about a year when the Dunkin Act was in force. 

5048a. Was it carried out well?—That was sixteen years ago. My recollection is 
that they had a great deal of trouble with it. 

5049a. What kind of trouble /—Parties selling liquor without a license or contrary 
to the law. 

5050a. Have you much poverty in Windsor !—I think not. I think we are fairly 
prosperous. 

505la. We have been told by the Police Magistrate of some society composed of 
ladies, who look after cases of poverty to a certain extent ?—Yes, it is called the Home 
of the Friendless. 

5052a. Does the municipality make any grant to that society /—Yes. 

5053a. Then does the society take over the poor !—It takes charge of the charity 
of the city. 

5054a. Do you find that system works advantageously !—Very advantageously to 
the city from a financial standpoint, and I think from a charitable standpoint. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
5055a. The plan of relief is systematized in that way /—Yes. 


By Judge McDondld : 


5056a. Would you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for th® 
Dominion ?—I would not. 

5057a. In case such a law were passed, would you deem it right that brewers and 
distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery rendered useless ?—I 
think so. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5058a. Why would you not favour the passage of a prohibitory law /—Well, judging 
from the newspaper reports where it has been tried, it has not been a success. And on 
principle, I do not think the traffic should be prohibited. 

5059a. Do you think it could be enforced if it were passed in counties lying along 
the borders of the United States /—I do not think it could be enforced here very well. 

5060a. What police force have you?—We have a police force of eight. 

506la. Is that force found sufficient to maintain order in the municipality, and see 
to the enforcement of the by-law !—I think so. We have had it increased within the 
last few years for the purpose of making it efficient. 

_ 5062a. Do you believe it is quite sufficient for the purpose !—I think so. 

5063a. What is the population /—In the neighbourhood of 11,000. 

5064a. What about this wine industry? Would it be affected by the passage of a 
prohibitory law ?—If a prohibitory law covered the manufacture of wine here, it would 
injuriously affect our county. 

5065a. Is this wine intoxicating that is manufactured here ?1—Some of it is, and 
some is not. ‘ 
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5066a. Of course the manufacture of intoxicants would be stopped under a pro- 
hibitory law. Would that injuriously affect the county !—I think so. 

5067a. Can you give us any statistics as to the volume of this wine business ?—I 
cannot. I know it is quite extensive. 

5068a. Now, regarding the number of licensed places in the city, has the Council 
been moved by representations from the people to reduce the number ?—There is some 
talk in that direction at the present time. I heard of it two or three months ago for 
the first time. 

5069a. But so far there has been no representation made to the Council asking for 
a reduction in the number of licenses /—No. 

5070a. Do you take that as an indication that the public are reasonably well satis- 
fied with the existing condition of things!—No. I think the public would be in favour 
of a reduction of the licenses and the reason a movement has not beén made is that no 
one has appeared to forward it. 

5071la. The Council could take the necessary steps itself, could it not +I believe 
it could. 

5072a. Is there nobody in the Council desirous of seeing the number reduced '—It 
does not appear so. There has been no movement so far. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5073a. Is the license law a success /—In what respect. 

5074a. In any respect ?—I think the license law is all right, if it was properly 
enforced. 

5075a. Well, is it properly enforced —In some respects it is. 

5076a. And in what respects is it!—TI think the licenses are granted according to 
the law. 

5077a. In that respect it is properly enforced ?—I think so. 

5078a. Then in what respect is it not properly enforced ?—I think that latterly it 
has been more rigidly enforced than before. I think the hotel men and the saloon men 
have not lived up to the law. 

5079a. More rigidly enforced than before when !—TI think since the last Inspector 
was appointed, it has been more rigidly enforced. 

5080a. How long is that !—I think Mr. Pacaud has been Inspector something over 
a year. 

: 508la. You think under his Inspectorship, it has been more rigidly enforced than 

prior to that /—That is my opinion. 

5082a. Do you think these licenses are all granted according to the intention of 
the law !—I have no reason to think otherwise. 

5083a. That is to say, that the applicants for hotel licenses have the accommodation 
that the law requires, both in the house and the stabling ?—TI think so, on the whole. 
There may be cases in which it is not strictly carried out. 

5084a. Has it occurred to you that possibly some of these men who have hotel 
licenses have simply equipment enough to qualify themselves to get a license, and are 
not devoting themselves particularly to hotel keeping, but rather to bar room keeping ? 
I think there are some. 

5085a. Would that be a faithful carrying out of the law? I do not mean to say the 
Inspector or Commissioners cannot get around that very well, but is that according to 
the intention of the law !—Probably not, in a strict construction of the Act. 

5086a. Now, if it appears to the Commissioners, upon investigation, that these 
equipments were designed merely to evade the intention of the law, would it not be 
competent for the Commissioners to decline granting a license ?—I think as the law 
stands they might either grant it or refuse it. It is in their discretion. 

5087a. Is the license law a success in regulating the trade in Windsor !—How do 
you mean as to that ? 

5088a. Does it restrict it at all ?—I do not think it restricts it. 

Oscar E, FLEMING 
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5089a. Then does it regulate, does it keep it within any limits /—I think it keeps 
it within limits in this way, that none but those who are agents of the Commissioners, 
sell it. 

5090a. You think none but the licensees sell it’—I think not. There may be 
isolated cases, but if there are any, they are very soon brought up and fined. 

5091a. Do you think the licensees observe the provisions of the law as to hours and 
Sundays ?—I should say not as arule, judging from the number of cases that come before 
the Police Magistrate. 

5092a. Do you think it would be well to reduce the number of licenses ?—I do. 

5093a. What would be the advantage of that !—I think we would have a better 
class of men keeping the hotels and saloons. 

5094a. Have you not got a good class of men keeping them now ?—Well, I will 
not say we have not, but we would probably have a better, and better places. 

5095a. You think it would be an advantage to have the trade in the hands of a 
better class of people ?!—I think so. 

5096a. What would be the advantage!—Well, there would be the advantage that 
those who are in the habit of drinking to excess would not have the chance of getting 
so much liquor. 

5097a. You think, then, that the present licensees are disposed to sell to those to 
whom they ought not to sell?—I do not think they would pay much attention to that. 

5098a. It is a matter of ‘business with them ?—It looks so to me. 

5099a. You think the amount of drinking would be decreased by a diminution in 
the number of licenses !—To a certain extent, I think it would. 

5100a. And there are certain people who would not get as much drink as they do 
now t—I think so. 

5101. Do you think that with a less number of licenses, there would be a better 
observance of the Sabbath day prohibition {—I think so. 

5102a. Is that desirable {—I think so, by all means. 

5103a. Your objection to prohibition is an objection based on principle, that you 
do not think the trade ought to be prohibited ?—I think it should be restricted, not 
prohibited. 

51046. Have you observed that the license law does really restrict it? For instance, 
would there be a chance in Windsor for more than thirty people to sell liquor profitably 
to themselves /—I do not think many more could be added and carry on the business 
successfully. 

5105a. Then would it appear that the license law in Windsor does not restrict the 
trade ‘—It does not restrict drinking, it only restricts the places where liquor can be got. 

5106a. It restricts them in that if others went into the trattic, it would beso divided 
up that there would not be profit enough for them all?!—Not and pay their license fee. 
There might be one or two more. 

5107a. Have you observed, as a business man and a lawyer, whether the drink 
traffic affects other business interests of the community, either beneficially or injuriously ? 
—Well, we are peculiarly situated here. The more licensed places we have here to dispense 
liquor, the more people we have from the other side coming over to get Canadian liquor. 

5108a. Then one effect of the license system here is to induce your neighbours to 
come and trade with you !—We like as many American customers as possible. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5109a. Do the Commissioners issue licenses for the purpose of bringing Americans 
over here !—I do not think that. 


hy Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5110a. Then if there were fewer or no licenses, you think they would not come !— 
We would have fewer of them over here. 

511lla. What classes come over here principally to get drink ?—Young men, prin- 
cipally. a 

5112a. Why don’t they get drink in Detroit?—They seem to have a liking for 
Canadian whisky. 
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5113a. A fondness for the Walkerville product ?—Yes. 

51l4a. You have not noticed then whether the liquor trafic has any effect upon 
other branches of business?—Would it affect an industrial establishment employing a 
lot of men ?—We have not any establishments that amount to anything. 

5115a. Do you think it affects railway employees !—I think the railway rules are 
such that the employees are prohibited from drinking. 

5116a. Then you have a licensed business in the city which the railway managers 
prohibit their employees from patronizing ?—That is what I understand. 

5117a. Do you think that rule is in the interest of the morals of these men, or in 
the interest of the business of the concern !—In the interest of the business of the rail- 
way. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


5118a. Do railway companies prohibit their men from drinking /—I believe it is 
one of their rules that the men must not drink. 

5119a. Must they be total abstainers ?—I do not know that they go so far as that. 

5120a. What do you mean by saying they must not drink ?—I think if they are 
found under the influence of liquor, it is a cause for dismissal. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 
512la. Are they prohibited from frequenting bar rooms t—Yes. 
By Mr. Clarke : 

5122a. Could we get copies of those rules ?—I understand they are in force on the 
Grand Trunk, on the Michigan Central and on the Canada Southern. Ido not know 
that it is the same with the Canadian Pacific, but I believe it is. 

5123a. Does that mean that if the men are seen drinking a glass of beer they are 
dismissed !—I won’t say that. 

5124a. But they must not drink so as to be incapacitated for duty /—That is what 
the rules mean. 

5125a. Does the company care whether they drink or not so long as they go on 
and discharge their duties properly /—I am only saying what I have understood, that 
the companies are very strict in this respect, and if the men give them any cause in any 
shape by the use of drink, it is a sufficient ground for dismissal. 

5126a. If they are incapacitated from attending to their business as conductors, fire- 
men, brakesmen or engineers, they are dismissed ?—I think engineers particularly are 
prohibited. I am not sure as to that. 

5127a. Prohibited from drinking ?—I think so. 

5128a. Are the saloons in this town anything else than drinking shops? Do they 
supply meals and furnish accommodation to travellers !—There are some that do nothing 
but the business of selling liquor, just a bar business. 

5129a. Would you favour their abolition ?—I think so. 

5130a, And confine the trade to hotels, or shops where liquors are sold in quantities 
of three half pints or more ?—I think so. 

5131la. Do you think it is desirable to clothe this trade with as much respectability 
as possible by having respectable men in the business who would observe the law ?—I 
think so. If the traffic is legalized, it ought to be made as respectable as possible. 

5132a. It would not be well then to give licenses to disreputable characters !—I 
should say not. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


5133a. I understand there is a distillery in the vicinity that employs a lot of men ? 
—Yes, ; 

5134a. Has that company considerable property interests in the town and vicinity ? 
—They have large property interests in the county. 

5135a. Do you think the fact that they employ a lot of men and have large pro- 
perty interests, has any effect on public opinion about this trade ?—There is no doubt 
that they are a great benefit to the county. 

Oscar E. FLEMING. 
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5136a. You think the business is a benefit to the county !—In the employment of 
men; and I may say that the men employed by them are a highly respectable class of 
men all through. Their money is not confined to the liquor business. The money that 
is made in that business is invested in numerous other enterprises which are a great 
benefit to the county. 

5137a. You do not understand my question. Do you think the fact of these men 
having such large property interests and employing so large an amount of labour, has an 
effect on public opinion regarding the drink traffic in this community 7—I do not know 
that, but I suppose to a certain extent it would. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5138a. Are the employees of this firm a sober lot of men ?—Yes. 
5139a. Notwithstanding the fact that they are employed about a distillery ?—Yes. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5140a. We are told by the Police Magistrate that a number of boys in the city 
engage in selling newspapers !— Yes. 

5141a. He thinks that this business has a bad effect on them, that along with other 
temptations, it makes them truants from school and finally they help to increase the 
number of criminals in the community. Has your attention been called to that ?—It 
has not. I have not heard that matter mentioned before. There are a number of boys 
who are engaged in selling newspapers, newspapers from Detroit principally and our 
own. Between three o'clock in the afternoon, and late in the evening, the streets are full 
of them. Whether that has an injurious effect on the boys, I would not like to say. 

5142a. I think he said that was one of the things that had a tendency to lead boys 
into mischief, and that they appeared before his court ?—I had not noticed that. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5143a. You were speaking about railroad managers making certain rules for their 
employees. Do you know whether the proprietors of the distillery require their employees 
to be sober men ?—I never heard that they had such a rule. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5144a. Do you-know any industrial concern that will employ men who come to 
work drunk, or under the influence of liquor ?—I do not. 

5145a. Is there any business carried on,in such a way as to allow men who are in- 
capacitated for work through the influence of liquor, to come morning after morning 
and go to work ?—No. 

5146a. All large employers demand that their men shall go to work in shape to 
do a day’s work ?—Some are more strict than others. 
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ELIAS WILLS, of Windsor, Chief of Police, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


5147a. How long have you resided in Windsor !—Nearly ten years. 

5148a. How long have you been Chief of Police !—One year and five months, but 
I have been acting as such for two or three years. 

5149a. Were you police constable before that !—For about ten years. 

5150a. So that for about ten years you have been engaged in police duty in Windsor? 
—Yes. Before that I was engaged in police duty in Ottawa, and in Ireland. I was on 
the Irish Mounted Constabulary. 

515la. How do you find the character of Windsor as to sobriety and good order ? 
—Very reasonable. 

5152a. Will it compare favourably with other places /—Yes. 

5153a. Do you find much drunkenness in the community !—Well, there are other 
places that I have been in where I think there is more drunkenness. 

5154a. Comparing it with other places, you can speak favourably of Windsor!—Yes. 

5155a. What is the system prevailing here in reference to arrests for drunkenness. 
If aman is under the influence of liquor and going quietly home, do you interfere 
with him ?—Never, unless he is incapable of taking care of himself. 

5156a. Or is annoying other people /—Then we take care of him. 

5157a. Do you find many such cases as that ?—During the year we had about 130 
arrests for drunkenness. 

5158a. What can you say of other years ?—The last four years do not differ materi- 
ally. The average number of arrests for drunkenness was 127. 

5159a. What is the total arrests each year for all causes !—The 127 are of drunks 
and disorderlies, that is, people who curse, swear and assault other people. The total 
number including drunks and disorderlies, average 183 for the year. But that does not 
include people who quarrel on the streets. There would be about 56 more for creating 
a disturbance on the streets in consequence of the use of liquor. 

5160a. Disturbances caused by people who are under the influence of liquor !/—Yes, 
otherwise they could not have arisen. 

516la. Could you give us the total number in the year, of all offences /—The aver- 
age would be 538, including arrests for all offences. But some of these we do not arrest, 
but summons them. 538 includes summonses and arrests. 

5162a. Does it include offences against the city by-laws, such as neglecting to clear 
the snow off the walks, or keeping unregistered dogs !—We do not include those offences. 
We do not have many for breaking the snow by-laws, perhaps one or two in a year. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5163a. The cases of drunks and drunk and disorderlies are less than one-half the 
total number of cases, 239 to 538 !—Considerably less. 


hy Judge McDonald: 


5164a. Do you find there is much disorder in licensed houses!—There are not 
many houses in which any disorder is carried on, perhaps one or two. 

5165a. Have you many places where liquor is sold illicitly in Windsor !—I think 
we have none. We had some, but we closed them up. They sold this native wine 
which was allowed to be consumed on the premises, and it was in that way they broke 
the law. In another case they sold beer. They used to buy a keg of beer and sell it 
to labourers. 

5166a. Have you more licensed houses in the city than are required to meet all the 
requirements /—I think we have too many. We could dispense with five of them. 

5167a. Supposing there was a choice to be made, are there any particular five that 
you could say had better be done away with ?—Yes, that do not live up to the law, that 
do not have proper accommodation for the public. 

Exias WILLS. 
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51674a. We are told there are a certain number of these places in which accommoda- 
tion is not required by law ; they are what are called taverns without equipment, gene- 
rally known as saloons !—We have three or four of those. 

5168a. When you say there are four or five that might be closed up, is it because 
they have not got accommodation for travellers !—I am speaking of two that have not 
got proper accommodation. 

5169a. Are they supposed to have it /—They are by law. 

5170a. But they have not got it ?—I think not. 

5171a. Have you called the attention of the Inspector to that fact ?—There was 
one that was granted a license, and we sent in a petition saying that it had not proper 
accommodation. In another place, about a year or two ago, they granted a license to a 
notorious thief. 

5172a, A hotel license ?—Yes, for the entertainment of travellers. 

5173a. Did he get his license to keep this hotel ?—It was a license that was trans- 
ferred to him from another licensee. He kept it for over a year. 

5174a. Is he still keeping !—No, he broke down and got out. 

5175a. How did he come to break down !/—Few went there. 

5176a. Was he aman whose character was known in the community /—Well, I 
could not swear positively that he committed any crime, but we have heard he did, and 
he said himself that he did. I heard him say that he lived by crime previous to that. 

5177a. I was going to say that if it was only reported to you, it would be hardly 
right for you to repeat it ?—He was known to be a crook. 

5178a. Did any travellers stop at that man’s house /—None that I know of. 

5179a. You think it was just a drink show while it lasted ?—A few boarded there 
quite a while. ; 

5180a. Did you keep an eye on him ?—I think he did fairly well, but I do not think 
they should have granted him a license. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


518la. Did you represent to the authorities what kind of a man he was !—Not to 
the Commissioners, but I did to the Magistrate. ; 

5182a. The Commissioners were not aware of it !—I believe they were not aware of 
it. I did not speak to them myself. 


By Judge McDonald: 


5183a. How did you find the Sunday law and the Saturday night law observed !— 
Pretty reasonably. There may be some drinking. 

5184a. How about the sale to minors’and children ?—I think there is none, because 
we have looked into that particularly ourselves. As there is an Inspector here we do 
not care much about interfering with his business, although by law it is part of our 
business as well. Still anytime he wants us to assist him, we are ready to assist him. 
But he is appointed by the Government for the purpose of looking after the licensed 
houses. 

By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 

5185a. Of the 538 total arrests, 239 are either common drunks, drunks and _ disor- 
derlies, or disturbing the peace on account of drink. That leaves 299, and I suppose that 
includes indictable offences and all that sort of thing /—Yes. 

5186a. Now, of these 299 offences, how many do you think would be more or less 
connected with drink, or traceable to the influence of drink ?/—There are 66 convicted 
upon indictable offences for the year 1892. That includes thefts, false pretenses and 
the like. There were 37 who pleaded that they had committed those crimes through 
liquor, out of the 66 who where convicted of indictable offences. 

5187a. Had you reason to believe they were under the influence of liquor /—I 
know there was quite a number of them given to drink. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5188a. Is it a usual thing /—It is a usual thing. I am of the opinion that if they 
did not drink, they would not be brought to such a state. 
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5189a. Out of the whole number of 538, how many do you think were before the 
court on account of drink !—Directly or indirectly, about 300 anyway. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5190a. Do you have many total abstainers amongst the people who commit these 
offences ?—I do not believe we have over 50 total abstainers in the whole city. Iam 
not a total abstainer myself. 

5191a. Do any of these 50 total abstainers ever come before the court ?—I never 
knew them, for minor offences or otherwise. 

By Mr. Clarke : 

5192a. Taking the more serious crimes you have to deal with, burglary, forgery 
and arson /—We had a case of forgery here not long ago, the man committed forgery to 
the amount of nine dollars, and he said drink was the cause of it. Before he committed the 
crime he owned that he was drunk for five days. We had a crime of burglary here not 
long ago, committed by two men. One of them especially, I believe the one that planned 
the crime, was given to drink, and he was convicted about twenty timesin London. The 
other was convicted five or six times in Chatham. I got their record. One was sent down 
twice for stealing in London. Then there was another that used to drink occasionally, 
but he never did anything except loaf around, smuggle Chinamen and all that. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5193a. They smuggle even Chinamen, do they !/—Yes. 
By Mr. Clarke : 

5194a. I think you spoke about places that were poe illegally ?—There are one 
or two places, but we closed them up. 

5195a. Have you thought of the question of giving lentes for the sale of light wine 
and beer in order to encourage the drinking of those lighter beverages ?—Yes, I would 
rather encourage the dr inking of those light wines than’ the stronger - liquors. 

5196a. Do you think it would be possible to have places of that kind condueted 
properly, that were given licenses to sell wine and beer ?—Decidedly. If you have 
proper officers and give them a duty to do, they will perform it and see that these people 
sell nothing else, there is no doubt about it. 

5197a. Do you think it would promote temperance if there were licenses for that 
purpose !—Decidedly. They get drunk quicker on whisky and beer. 

5198a. Mr. Pacaud said he did not think it possible to conduct those places and 
prevent them from selling stronger liquor ?—I am personally favourable to total prohibi- 
tion, but I think I could : sug gest another way preferable to prohibition. If a man comes 
in to drink his beer, let him drink it by himself, not by treating in bars. 

5199a. You think the treating system is a prolific cause of drinking and drunken- 
ness /—I think it is a bad system. I think the plan I suggest would be a good plan, 
and it would be well worth while to give it atrial. Still, I favour prohibition, but I 
would like to see this other plan tried. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5200a. Are you yourself a total abstainer !—I am not, but I am in favour of tem- 
perance and of the total prohibition of the traftic. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5201la. How do you think it could be enforced along the frontier ?—It would shut 
down all the manufacturing at once. 
5202a. I speak of importation by smuggling !—They could not sell it here. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5203a. You think with proper ofticers you could enforce almost any law ?—I have 
no doubt about it. 
Exias WILLs. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


5204a. We have heard there are a lot of farmers in this county who manufacture 
their own wine from their grapes. Would you favour a law to stop that ?—If you had 
prohibition to stop the whole thing, no doubt it would injure business. 

5205a. Supposing there was such a law passed, would you favour a provision pre- 
venting these farmers from manufacturing wine and cider in their own houses for their 
own use?—I never drink cider myself. 

5206a. Still, in case a prohibitory law was passed, would you favour preventing 
these farmers from manufacturing home-made wine !—Yes, unless they manufactured it 
so as not to be intoxicating. 

5207a. How would you enforce such a law !—By stopping the manufacture. Two 
or three men for the whole county would doit. Put the fine at not less than $100, and 
they would not make it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5208a. Would you stop them from making cider, or would you compel them to drink 
it when it was soft and sweet and not allow it to remain until it became intoxicating 7— 
—That would be a hard matter. I think if they were permitted to make it for their 
own use, but forbidden to sell it or to barter it in trade, it would be all right. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5209a. It is stated that if a barrel of cider is exposed to the frost, the water part of 
it will freeze and the concentrated alcohol can then be drawn off and used as spirits. 
Do you know if such is the case 1—I never heard of it before. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5210a. You think a prohibitory law could be enforced, and you personally favour 
it I personally favour it. 

521la. And your experience as a peace officer leads you to believe that a large 
percentage of the cases that come before you result directly and indirectly from drink ? 
—I think so. Furthermore, the poverty we have in town is mostly caused by drunken- 
ness. 

5212a. Do you have a good deal of poverty here !—There are a few cases, and it is 
directly caused by liquor. JI have had a good many complaints from women about their 
husbands getting drunk. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


5213a. Do they get drunk when they are busily employed and have plenty of. work ? 
—When they get paid for it, they go to the saloon and get drunk, and spend their 
money and lose time. 

5214a. Have you ever lived in any community where they had prohibition !—No. 

5215a. Since you have been in Canada, have you had any experience of the opera- 
tions of the Scott Act?—I never had, I do not know anything at ail about it except 
what I have heard. 

5216a. What have you heard ?—That it was not enforced. 

5217a. Why not t—I do not see why they cannot enforce it? The only thing is to 
have proper officers. Without proper officers the law cannot be enforced. 

5218a. One of the chief difficulties, we have been told, is owing to the fact that a 
county where the Scott Act is in force, may be surrounded by districts where it is not 
in force, and consequently people could go outside of the Scott Act county and get 
liquor !—Well, that might hurt it—I do not see why it should hurt it either. 

5219a. If that argument holds good, would it not hold good on a larger scale if we 
had general prohibition, inasmuch as Canada lies alongside of the United States for 
several thousand miles !—I do not see why that should be a difficulty, except that some 
few go over there and get drink. 
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5220a. You do not know any reason why prohibition in a small area, in a connty, 
in a city, or in the Province, should not be enforced !—Certainly, I do not. It could be 
enforced. 

5221a. The sale in saloons, hotels and places of that kind !—Yes. 

5222a. Is drunkenness increasing or decreasing in Windsor ?—I think it is on the 
decrease. 

5223a. To what do you attribute that ?—I think we look after it better than it 
used to be looked after some years ago. 

5224a. You exercise stricter vigilance and supervision?—Yes. Still I think that 
indictable offences are increasing, I mean those that are committed through the influence 
of liquor. 

5225. Did you ever know any large percentage of prisoners admit that they com- 
mitted the crime voluntarily in their sober senses?—Yes. But as to the most of these 
criminals, we know them previous to their committing the crime, we know their habits. 
They are drinkers and loafers. 


EUDO SAUNDERS, of Windsor, barrister-at-law, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


5226a. Where do you reside ?—I am residing here now. It so happened that I was 
Crown Prosecutor at the late Sandwich assizes, and I convicted all the prisoners of 
whom the Chief of Police has just spoken, and they have extraordinary records. 

5227a. Can you say anything as to what their characters had been for temperance ? 
—The record was put into my hands with regard to one of them, and I saw there had 
been 18 convictions against him, mostly for drunkenness. He was a man called Wood- 
ward, and was convicted of forgery. I discovered under cross-examination that his real 
name was Edwards. He came from a respectable family. He gave evidence on behalf of 
himself under the new law, and convicted himself. I went into the whole question. He 
admitted to me that his name was neither Woodward nor Woodworth, but his real name 
was Edwards. He came from a place in Kansas where he had a wife and three children 
and was living with a woman of easy virtue. He pleaded as a reason for leniency that 
he had been drawn away by drink almost entirely. There was another man named 
McDonald, I think a very respectable young man formerly, who got into arig and drove 
off with it. He said to the court who convicted him that he was entirely drunk. He 
was of great respectability, and the Judge let him off on suspended sentence. He 
drove the horse all night long while he was under the influence of drink. I may also 
mention that I was Police Magistrate at Kemptville, in the county of Grenville, during 
the time of the Scott Act. 

5228a. Will you tell us your experience of the working of the Scott Act ?—My ex- 
perience, and the opinion I formed was, that the public drinking of intoxicants was redu- 
ced, but as to whether it was absolutely reduced, was a grave question in my mind. There 
is no doubt that public drinking was considerably reduced. 

5229a, Were there fewer places in which it was sold !—Yes, where it was sold illi- 
citly. 

5230a. Was it sold in those places that had previously sold under a license ?—Yes. 

5231la. Did you live in Kemptville for some time ?—Yes, I knew the place and the 

eople. 

i P5230e. Knowing them, did you find that the same people who had formerly been 
licensed, continued under the Scott Act to sell illicitly /—Certainly, all of them without 
exception. I fined every one of them. 

5233a. Did you find any shebeens springing up, new places /—Yes, numbers of them 
and every kind of device was resorted to for the purpose of defeating the Act. 

Eras WILLs. 
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5234a. Do you know whether theliquors that were sold were of a pure or an inferior 
character ?—I could hardly form an opinion on that question. I had no data. 

5235a. Was there anything that would show you whether spirituous liquors were 
used more than malt liquors?—I think they were, for this reason, they would go into 
smaller compass. A man could put a bottle of whisky into his pocket, whereas he could 
not put a keg of beer. It encouraged that kind of drinking. 

5236a. Were you troubled at all in Kemptville with what are sometimes called 
“walking saloons,” men carrying liquorabout their persons and selling it?—To some extent, 
I do not know how far. 

5237a. Is not Kemptville the centre of a fine section of country !—Undoubtedly. 

5238a. During your residence there did you find that the temperance sentiment was 
growing !—Undoubtedly the temperance sentiment was growing fast. In fact all means 
were taken to educate the people, and the evils of drinking were prominently brought 
before the people. I believe that the temperance sentiment is growing rapidly. 
. 5239a. You find that the influence of churches and temperance societies is helping 
it on?—All moral influences of that and similar character are tending in that direction. 

5240a. Were any of your judgments appealed against?—None of them, and I 
collected every fine I imposed. In fact the temperance and moral people were very 
much opposed to my resigning when I did. The fact of the matter is I was so satisfied 
that the Scott Act could not be enforced that I said to the Government: ‘‘I wish you 
would relieve me of this.” I was appointed Police Magistrate at the request of some of 
the best people, but when I saw the Act could not be enforced, I wished to be relieved 


By Mr. Clarke: 


5241la. To what do you attribute the impossibility of enforcement ’—To the deter- 
mination of the people to drink. You could not get rid of it. A man said to me: I 
am bound to drink whether you fine me or not. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5242a. You have lived, I believe, in the North-west Territories ?—TI have lived there 
for three years. J am an advocate, of the North-west Territories. 

5243a. How did you find the prohibitory law carried out there !—It was not carried 
out at all. We could always get permits when we wanted them. It was difficult for 
the authorities to resist. All sorts of representations were made to them to get it. 

5244a. The permits themselves were issued at Regina !—By the Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor, who lived there. 

5245a. Did any illicit sale go on ?—Yes, and a lot of heavy fines were imposed by 
Commissioner Herchmer. One of the first cases I had was a man charged with the 
illicit sale of liquor. 

5246a. How would the liquor get in?’—They used to bring it up in all sorts of 
ways. They would put a small barrel in a flour barrel which was larger, and fili the 
small barrel with liquor and the large barrel with flour, or with oatmeal or pease. They 
could get all they wanted. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5247a. Notwithstanding the one thousand Mounted Police that are up there ?—It 
did not make any difference, although they were swarming on the trains where the 
liquor was carried. 

5248a. Could it be possible to get more favourable conditions to enforce a prohibi- 
tory law than existed in the North-west Territories !—I do not see how you could. My 
experience was that the. law was a dead letter. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5249a. Did you understand that the permit system worked with too much elasticity, 
or do you mean to say that they brought liquor in illicitly in the quantity you speak of ? 
—Yes, because the people who brought it in were en who could not have got permits 
from the Lieutenant-Governor. He would only grant permits to persons of respectability. 
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5250a. Do you know whether there was much malt liquor brought in under those 
circumstances, or was it spirituous liquor !—Both. 

525la. The same difficulty existed there with regard to heavy liquors as at Kempt- 
ville ’—They did not bring in much ale or beer except by permit. 

5252a. What kind of drink was brought in illicitly Some beer was brought in 
illicitly, but it was difficult in consequence of its bulk. The greater quantity was the 
harder liquor which could be brought in in smaller compass. I could get it anywhere in 
fact, although I was not in the habit of taking it. People had a good deal of confidence 
in me, and I used to go continually where it was ; it was under my eye. When I was 
Police Magistrate I used to see it constantly. These men were brought before me and I 
fined them. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5253a. Do you know whether permits were issued quite indiscriminately in the 
North-west !—I would not say that. I assume that they took reasonable precaution. 

5254a. You do not know it, you assume it?—When I asked for it, they inquired 
why I wanted it. 

5255a. You wanted it for medicinal purposes /—Yes, I stated so. They inquired 
particularly. I had to fill up aform, and I assumed that was the regular practice. No 
doubt these forms were filled up in many cases, without much regard for the truth. But 
that was the basis of the permit. 

5256a. I may say to you that when we were in the North-west last fall, we had 
statements made that would seem to warrant the belief that permits were granted for 
bringing in such large quantities, and so frequently, that the authority granting the 
permit must have been exceedingly dull or he would have known that the liquor was to 
be brought in for sale !—Of course, I have no knowledge of that. 

JupgeE McDONALD.—That is subject to the qualification, that if he had doubt 
about a man’s antecedents, he took information from members of the Legislature as to 
whether the applicant was respectable. 

Rev. Dr. McLEOD.—It may be open to that qualification in some instances, but I 
remember looking over the record in Regina, and I saw that a hotel-keeper had brought 
it in in such large quantities by permit of the Governor, that the Governor must have 
known that no family could consume that amount, either as a medicine or for family 
purposes on the table. He must have known also that the person getting the permit was 
in the hotel business, and likely to sell the liquor. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5257a. Your observation was that the prohibitory law in the North-west was a 
failure !— Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


5258a. Did not the permit system open the way for abuse, and bring the law into 
disrepute such as it would not have fallen into otherwise /—I suppose every system is 
liable to abuse, and I suppose that system to some extent was abused. 

5259a. Speaking of the thousand Mounted Police there, did it ever come to your 
notice that the police were susceptible to quieting influence /— Well, I have no personal 
knowledge of that. I can quite understand it as human nature. 


By Mr, Clarke : 


5260a. The officers under any law are likely to be susceptible to those influences ? 
—I am inclined to think so, unless you can reorganize human nature. 

Rey. Dr. McLEOD.—The statement was made that in some cases the policemen 
were in collusion with the smugglers. 

Jupec—e McDONALD.—1 think the statement was made also, that though exposed to 
an immense amount of temptation, the police did their duty most effectively. 

Mr. SAUNDERS.—TI have no personal knowledge of a single case of collusion. 
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by Judge McDonald : 


526la. The fact was that although not receiving much pay, and considering the 
amount of temptation put in their way, it was wonderful how well they did their duty? 
-—They are a very respectable body of men. I was constantly brought into immediate 
contact with them, and I was concerned with a great many cases, and I never had a 
case of that kind before me. They were a well conducted body of men so far as my 
knowledge extended. They did their work well under difficult circumstances. They 
arrested a man for stealing a horse, and he was sent to the penitentiary for seven years, 
a man who had killed eight or nine men, who would shoot a man on sight. They had 
a good deal of difficult work in arresting him, and unless they had been sober and alert, 
they could not have done it successfully. They were brave and respectable men. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5262a. What was the object of that permit system?—People are bound to have 
whisky, apparently. The country was not under a license system and therefore they had 
either to leave it open and make it free to anybody, or impose some sort of regulation, 
and this device was hit upon. 

5263a. Permits were given for liquor for medicinal purposes, or for beverage purposes, 
or for both ?—For both. 

5264a. Was there any Scott Act territory under the permit system ?—No. 

5265a. What was the weakness there ?—Human nature was at the bottom of it. 

5266a. Can you point to any place where prohibition has been in force with reason- 
able success ?—I do not know any such place. 

5267a. The permit system is at fault in one place and the Scott Act has some defect 
in some other place !—Yes. 

5268a. Your experience of the North-west prohibitory law and of the Scott Act in 
Ontario, lead you to what conclusion with regard to both of them?—That no device so 
far has been hit upon which will cure the evil that is aimed at. 

5269a. What would you suggest to this Commission as a remedy to reduce the evils 
which flow from this traffic ?—I fancy that you must rely to a still greater extent upon 
moral suasion and the education of the people. I do not believe public opinion is ripe for 
prohibition. On the border of the United States it would be utterly impossible to enforce 
it. There cannot be two opinions as to that. 

5270a. As to the possibility of enforcing prohibition along the border?—It would 
not be possible—I mean unless there was prohibition in the United States at the same 
time. If you had the sale of liquor on the other side, it would be utterly impossible. 
No man will contend that we could enforce it here. They would go over and bring it 
in by the gallon. 

5271a. But they say there is no smuggling along the river in other articles !—They 
can tell that to the marines, they need not tell it to me. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 

5272a Does the license system meet the case !—I do not know what better systex 
you can find. If that will not meet the case, nothing else will. ; 

5273a. I am asking you whether the license system meets the case !—Things being 
as they are, I do not know that you could improve it. You might alter it, you might 
strike off the saloon licenses, but the men who want to drink will get it, whether at 
saloons or at hotels. 

5274a. Do you know a license system anywhere that restricts the traffic ?—It regu- 
lates it. For instance, with regard to hours, the revenue that they pay in licenses, with 
regard to the accommodation that they afford to travellers—all these things are regula- 
tive to a certain degree. 

5275a. But are those provisions of the law observed !—Only to a certain extent, 


and perhaps to a limited extent. 

5276a. The Scott Act was observed to a limited extent, was it not /—Yes, to a 
limited extent, but very limited. 

5277a. You have not been in Windsor long enough to form an opinion as to what 
extent the law is observed here ?—No, I have not. The people appear to be very sober. 
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5278a. One would judge from the evidence already given that the provisions of 
the law are not particularly well observed ?—You really know about as much as I do as 
to that. But I was interested in the cases mentioned by the Chief of Police, because I 
was Crown Prosecutor and I convicted them. We got seven convictions in six trials, 
which is a very unusual thing. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5279a. Do you remember by what vote the Act was carried in Leeds and Gren- 
ville ?—I think by a considerable vote. 

5280a. Why was it repealed ?/—Gradually the people came to believe that it could 
not be enforced, that it would not work, otherwise they would not have repealed it. 

5281a. Would it be fair to conclude that the people, after having had an experience 
of three years of the Scott Act, determined that license was the better plan?—I do not 
think they would go back to the Scott Act. 

5282a. There does not seem to be any general desire to test the feeling again on 
the Scott Act in any constituency in Ontario ?—The opinion appears to be that unless it 
is universal, unless it is continental, partial prohibition is a failure. It must include the 
whole continent. 

5283a. What about the sea board ?—-The people who are inland would not be cor- 
rupted by that. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


5284a. Do you believe in the principle of prohibition as applied to the drink traffic ? 
T believe in moral influence of every sort. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5285a. Would you favour the passage of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, under 
the circumstances ?/—No. 

5286a. Incase of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that remu- 
neration should be made to brewers and distillers for the loss of their plant and machi- 
nery rendered useless /— Unless you gave them a long time to withdraw from it. 

5287a. In your experience with Scott Act trials and with trials in the North-west 
arising out of violations of the prohibitory law, did you notice that there existed any 
degree of perjury on the part of the witnesses /—My impression is that there was a great 
amount of it—more, relatively, than in other cases. 

5288a. Did you find that witnesses who would be reliable proof in other cases, 
were unreliable in Scott Act cases?—I was always satisfied that was the case. 

5289a. Do you attribute that now to people having a different moral sentiment in 
regard to cases of that kind, from their sentiment with regard to other cases /—They 
seemed not to be impressed with the idea that they were under the same sort of obliga- 
tion to tell the truth ; in other words, they think prohibition an interference with their 
liberty, and they take greater latitude. They say we are prying into what they eat and 
drink, and that it should not be done, and in that way they excuse their conscience. They 
say: You are going too far, and I am not under obligation to obey you. At all events, 
T have known men whom I would believe thoroughly under ordinary circumstances, but 
when they got into the witness box to swear, I did not believe them. I thought they 
were lying. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5290a. Do you think it was because they themselves were involved in violations of 
the law ?—Possibly, to some extent. At all events, it seemed to have a different effect 
upon them. I have heard them dispute it. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


5291a. They do not have the same respect for the sanctity of an oath as they do in 
other cases ?—It strikes me so. I administered the law pretty severely, so much so that 
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the ministers and others were opposed to my resignation, and prevented it for a consi- 
derable time. But I resigned the position because I made up my mind that I could not 
enforce the Act. 

5292a. Were you aided by the officers!—Yes, to some extent—not perhaps to the 
fullest possible extent. 

5293a. Probably you could give us some light on this point. A community will 
vote for the Scott Act by a large majority, and if we take that as an indication, and it 
is reasonable we should, that public sentiment in that county is in favour of the prohi- 
bition of the liquor traffic, how can you account for the apathy on the part of the people 
in not seeing that the law is enforced, and not holding up your hands and aiding the 
Inspectors and officials generally to enforce it /—It is because it brings them into disre- 
pute. Scores of the people summoned as witnesses had come to me and asked to be let 
off, saying: I have been subpeenaed in this case, and if I give evidence I will get into 
trouble with my neighbours. That is natural, the whole thing is plain to me, and you 
can understand how it is. A man does not want to give evidence against his neighbour. 
In fact the lives of agood many Police Magistrates and of the officers who enforce it, 
were not safe. 

5294a. How can you account for the people in such large numbers voting for the 
Act, and then doing nothing to carry it out? Can you give us any good reason why 
that conduct should prevail !—They were anxious no doubt that the law should be in 
force ; on the other hand, they did not lke to get into trouble or difficulty with their 
neighbours. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5295a. You say the life of the Magistrates and officials were sometimes endangered. 
In what way do you mean !—I mean to say that they used violence in more than one 
case. They never did it to me, I never had the slightest fear. 

5296a. Do you know any cases, yourself, in which the officials were threatened ?—I 
do not, so far as I am concerned, because when they came and paid for the fine, they 
said: Well, you did your duty fairly. But I was not a detective, I did not overstep the 
line of my duty. I would not listen to anything beforehand or privately. When I 
got on to the Bench I would hear the circumstances for the first time. I may say that 
I have often. practised before you, Judge McDonald, and tried to follow your example 
in that respect, and I believe it was the proper one. I would never listen to any report 
until I came to deal with the case officially, either from the officers or anybody else, so 
that nobody could afterwards make any complaint against me. I enforced the law 
rigidly, I collected every fine and nobody ever threatened me. But I ultimately gave it 
up because I thought the law could not be enforced. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5297a. I understood you to say that the drink trafficis an evil !—I think so. 

5298a. Do you know any other thing which you regard as an evil, that it is better 
to license than to prohibit ?—No. I suppose the social evil would be a great evil, but 
we do not license it. 

5299a. Why not ?—Because it would not be best to do it, although there might be 
certain advantages. IJ am speaking of our own country. 

5300. In some places it is licensed /—There might be some reason for it. I would 
not like to go so far. 

530la. Which has the better effect upon the moral sense of the community, to license 
the social evil or prohibit it ?—It would never do in the world to license it, or recognize 
it, or for the Government to draw a revenue from a horrible thing of that kind. 


By Judge McDonald : 
5302a. Do you put that and the drinking of ale, or wine or strong drink, upon the 
same footing ?—Not at all. 
By Rev. Dr. McLeod - 


5303a. Take the drink habit as it stands, with all its effects /—Well, even then, 1 
think that the one is surely allowable from any point of view, looking at it as the Church 
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looks at it, looking at the discussion as to whether sacramental wine should be fermen- 
ted or unfermented. It is contended that fermented wine was used in times past by 
the churches, and we have the highest authority to use it to-day, and surely an article 
of that kind cannot be put on a par with something that is admitted to be an evil from 
the very commencement. 

5304a. Do you know any other evil, supposing it is a less evil than the drink traftic 
that had better be licensed than prohibited by statute /—As a principle, I would hesitate 
to license anything that was an admitted evil, if it could be avoided. This thing has 
grown up with our civilization. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5305a. Take the tobacco habit !—Yes, there is an evil, but a less evil. It is licensed. 
5306a. Take the drinking of coffee, which injures certain constitutions. Would 
you prohibit the use of coffee !—Not by any means. 


By kev. Dr. McLeod : 


5307a. Do you think the use of coffee is as injurious as the use of liquor 1—I do not 
think so at all. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5308a. Does tobacco do as much harm as the use of intoxicating liquors !—Not by 
any means. 

5309a. But is it not injurious to the human system?—TI should fancy it must be, 
to a nervous organization, and to some people who use it to excess. There is no doubt 
the drink habit is an evil. 

5310a. The smoking habit too?—All these things are evil, but I can suggest no 
means of curing them. 

531la. Would you favour the prohibition of the use of tobacco, cigars and snuff ? 
—TI think we have some law on the statute-book with regard to the use of tobacco, res- 
training persons of a certain age. I do not believe it has produced any very good effect. 


JAMES C. GILLET, of Windsor, City Treasurer, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


5312a. You appear here as representing the City Clerk !—Yes. 

5313a. How long have you resided in Windsor ?—AI] my life, between here and 
Sandwich. 

5314a. How long have you been City Treasurer !—Since last February. 

5315a. Can you produce a statement in reference to the license fees ’—Mr. Lusted, 
the City Clerk, requested me to go back a few years and get the figures for the license 
fees and the cost of the administration of justice. I went back as far as 1888. And I pro- 
duce a statement showing the amount of license fees paid into the treasury, and the cost 
of the administration of justice, since that time : 


Year. License Fees. Cost of Administration of Justice. 
SSS. pease setae neta BO OGD Saar, co otic ether n tean te Lo Ric $4,528.08. 
SSO US saw Aad ee eat BOC OT eye ciel eee eeek tad nary ee 5,831.74. 
US9O. cds eee ee DL sO. GOk sa aaeay fie neers ee 7,081.63 
{oho Sl RC rane ha ch tae Fo Oe thes Perimeter ieee col 6,857.80 


18990). Cece eens BOD CUGOh tee cw tenn ze, oh 6,966.41. 


5316a. Does the last column include the salary of the Police Magistrate, and the 
police force ?—Yes. 
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5317a. Windsor is separated from the county for municipal and judicial purposes, 
we understand ?—It is. 

5318a. Dees it include what was paid by the city to the county as its share of the 
expense of the administration of justice 1— Yes. 

5319a. The maintenance of the jail and court-house !—I do not know about that. 
There was a certain amount paid as county rates, but I do not think that was charged 
to the administration of justice, the Crown witnesses, fees, and all that. 

5320a. Speaking as a citizen, do you find this to be an orderly community /—Yes, 
fairly so. 

5321a. Do you witness much drunkenness on the street ?—Not a great deal. 

5322a. Have you had experience of the working of a prohibitory law !—None at all. 

5323a. Would you favour the enactment of such a law for the Dominion, in the 
interest of temperance !—Yes. 

5324a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you except the use of liquors 
for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes /—-I would. 

5325a. Have you considered how the revenue that would be lost would be made up ? 
—I have not. 

5326a. It is said there are some six or seven million dollars received by the Domi- 
nion from excise, and the Provinces and municipalities also derive a revenue from 
licenses ?—I have only thought of it from this point of view, that a prohibitory law 
would reduce the cost of the administration of justice. 

5327a. The Province would be benefited to that extent ?—Yes. 

5328a. Then supposing it were necessary to raise a revenue to replace the revenue 
that would be lost by prohibition if it were effectively enforced, would you be willing to 
have direct taxation rather than be without prohibition 7—I would. 

5329a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery ren- 
dered useless !—I would not. 


FRANKLIN H. WALKER, of Walkerville, distiller, on being duly sworn, deposed 


as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


5330a. Your residence is Walkerville !—My residence proper is in Detroit, but my 
business is in Walkerville. 

5331a. Is this an incorporated town ?—It is, we have a Mayor. 

53320. What is the population ?—From 1,200 to 1,500. 

5333a. You carry on the business of distilling and rectifying /—Yes. 

5334a. Are there any other industries, the outcome of or connected with this 
business, carried on in the place ?—In connection with it there is a bottling business and 
the feeding of cattle. 

53350. How many men are employed in the distillery proper ?—From 150 to 200. 

5336a. To how many people, in round figures, will the business give employment, 
altogether !—I should think 250 people. 

5337a. You have your own cooperage works !—Yes. 

5338a. Do you use Canadian wood for that purpose /—Where we can get it, but it 
is very difficult to get it. , 

5339a. What kind do you use?—Principally oak, coming from the States of Mis- 
souri and Nebraska. 

5340a. The cooperage stands upon the premises ’—Upon our own premises. 

5341a. I suppose you have to buy a certain amount of grain in the States too 1—A 
certain amount. It depends altogether on the crop here. This year, in this county, I 
think they will grow all the grain we want, after the crop is harvested. We use entirely 
Canadian rye and Canadian barley and oats. 
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5342a, I suppose you will be able to give us figures as to the quantities of grain 
used /—Yes, we can give you those figures. I will have to hand them in later on. 

5343a. This county has never been under the Scott Act, or any prohibitory act /— 
No. 

5344a. Can you tell us whether, when the Scott Act was in force in so many counties 
of Ontario, your business was affected by it in any way /—It is very difficult for us to 
say positively. We can tell the total amount of sale, of course, during any period, but 
there are so many other things that would affect the sale that it is difficult to say whether 
it was the Scott Act or something else 

5345a. At Brockville this last week, Mr. Wiser told us that during the Scott Act 
period, he found there was a change in this way, that more small packages went out /— 
I was going to say that in some place, I think Woodstock, where the Scott Act was in 
force, we had a great quantity of orders for kegs, but that is about the only effect we 
could see. That is merely showing an increase in our sales. We might show that they 
decreased, and it might possibly be caused by something else. 

53460. Was there any change in the mode of selling ?—There was that change in 
the size of the packages. 

5347a. In connection with that question, did you ever send liquor to the North 
West Territories !— Yes. 

5348a. They formerly had a prohibitory law in force there /—Yes. 

5349a, At that time were packages shipped by you to the North-west Territories ! 
—Yes, under permits. 

5350a. Did you ship them to the final destination, or simply to a central depot /— 
I think both ways. 

5351a, Can you tell us what kind of packages were sent there ?—They were small 
packages, five or ten gallon packages. 

5352a. Does business of that kind, sending in small packages, continue in the North- 
west Territories now /—Not to the same extent at all. 

5353a. I suppose you have a large amount of capital invested in your works here? 
—Yes. 

5354a. You have told us what kind of grains ycu use; you might give us a compa- 
rative statement of the quantity from the time of the Scott Act up to the present /—I 
will get up some figures as to our sales for the last ten years. 

5355a. We might as well get from you, if you can give it to us, the duties which 
you pay to the Government. We could get this from the blue books, but it would be 
better to have them all in one table ?—You do not mean the duties we pay directly to 
the Government? You mean the duty that would accrue on what we manufacture, 
don’t you. 

5356a. Yes ’—Of course we send a great many shipments in bond. 

5357a. And wherever it is taken out of bond the duty is paid there to the inland 
revenue officers ?— Yes. 

5358. Would the enactment of a prohibitory law, preventing the manufacture of 
liquor in Canada, cause a diminution in the value of your property here /— Decidedly. 

5359a, Have you property that would be rendered useless in case of prohibition ? 
—Yes, the distillery property. Probably all the property that the company owns as_a 
distilling company, would be useless. 

5360a. That is an incorporated company ?—It has been incorporated about three 
years, 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5361la. There are other branches of employment here in Walkerville besides the 
distillery /—Yes, we have got a number of industries here. There is the Malleable Iron 
Works, quite a large concern; an Engine company, which has a foundry and machine 
shops ; the Walkerville Brewing Co., an extensive brewery ; the Globe Furniture Co. ; 
the Woven Wire Fence Co., and a Basket company. Then our railways centre here. 

5362a. These are all under the control of one company, are they /—No, these com 
panies are all incorporated under separate charters. 

FRANKLIN H. WALKER. 
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5363a. But still are they, after all, the property of the members of this company ? 
—No; but some of us hold stock in all the companies, and we have some outside capital 
interested in these companies. 

5364a. But you have a controlling interest /—Yes, we manage to control most of 
them. 

5365a. These have grown up about the distillery business !—They have grown up 
around this distillery business. When this business was started in 1857, there was ab- 
solutely nothing here in the way of settlement. There were only two houses. 

5366a. The distilling business was the first, the others have come since ?—My 
father came here in 1857 and started a flouring mill; and within a year, I think, he 
went into the distilling business. All you see here to-day is practically the result of 
the distilling business. 

5367a. You have a Mayor, a Town Council and a police force ?—Yes, and a fire 
department. : 

5368a, All the things that belong to a corporation!—Yes. Our water works sys- 
tem, however, belongs to the Distilling Co. The Distilling Co. put in the water works 
system before the town was incorporated, and it is a matter of so much importance to 
us in the way of fire protection that we have held on to it. The town will eventually, 
probably, pay us something for the fire protection afforded by this water works system. 

5369a. You say there are from 200 to 250 persons employed in the distillery, the 
cooperage and all the belongings !—Yes. 

5370a. Does the number ever fall below 200 or go above 250 %—They might, pro- 
vided some days we closed down. But the people are all resident here, though they are 
sometimes laid off a few days. I think 200 to 250 would be as close as I could give it 
to you. 

5371la. Do the people own their own homes, or are these houses built by these com- 
panies for renting ’—Most of these houses belong to two concerns, the Distilling Co., 
and the Land and Building Co. Our partnership, Walker, Sons & Co., do not own any 
houses, but some of our employees own their own houses. It is optional with them. We 
offer them houses, for sale for their own use, if they want them. 

5372a. The land still belongs to this Land Co. !-—Yes, principally. 

5373a. The land upon which Walkerville is situated !—Except the distillery prem- 
ises proper, that belongs to the Distilling Co. The Distilling Co. is entirely independent 
of everything else. 

5374a. I suppose you have here—as the question is generally asked—what you re- 
gard as an orderly town !—Yes. 

5375a. We have never been in a town yet in which the people were not prepared to 
say that it compared very favourably with any other town they knew !—I would not 
make that statement, I would say this is the most orderly town. 

5376a. We have never been in a town where they were ready to admit that they 
were below any other !—I have been looking into that matter and making some inquiries 
about it this morning, and I find that the one record this town has got of any disorder 
is the arrest of a man here a few months ago for being drunk, and he came from Windsor 
drunk. But it is a very remarkable thing ; it must seem remarkable to people generally 
who do not know the effects of a business of this sort on a commuuity such as we have, 
that we have absolutely no drunkenness in this town. 

53770. Perhaps you can explain to us how it comes that here where whisky is ma- 
nufactured, it does not have the effect of producing drunkenness on the people ; whereas 
a great many believe that the whisky when it gets further away, to Windsor for instance, 
begins to produce drunkenness ?—I think the people of Walkerville are all temperance 
people in the strict sense of the word. We try to educate our people up to that; Now, 
we have been handling whisky all the time. For instance, there is a man who is bot- 
tling whisky. I do not say to that man: if I catch you drinking a glass of whisky I 
will discharge you, because I expect he will drink whisky if he wants it. But I say to 
him if you get into a condition where you cannot do your work properly you will lose 
your place. The result is that if that man feels that he wants a glass of whisky he will 
take it. I have no doubt he does. But just from the very fact that they can get it, 
and know the results of the abuse, they will take it in a temperate way, and they are 
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always doing their work well. We do not see any bad results. They do not go off at 
night and get drunk, they do not drink too much during the day. Most of our men 
working in the distillery save money. 

5378a. You insist on their sobriety /—Yes, decidedly. 

5379a. You insist on their sobriety in the interest of your business, do you not ?— 
Tn the interest of the business and in the interest of the men themselves. 

5380a. But it would not be profitable for you to have men who are other than 
sober ?—Oh, no 

By Mr. Clarke : 

5381la. Would it be profitable to any other industry to have men that were not 
sober ?—Certainly not to any business. As an indication of the class of men we have 
got, we have in our office a deposit ledger account that we started 12 or 15 years ago, 
we started it to encourage the saving of money. They are paid each week or month, 
and they make a deposit, whatever they please, and we hold that to their credit, and 
pay them the bank rate of interest, that is the rate that we pay on money that we bor- 
row from the bank in our business, which is just now 6 per cent, we find that amounts 
now to about $30,000. 

5382a. You are the bankers of your employes to that amount?—Yes. The present 
rate is 6 per cent, and we pay them just what it costs us to get money from the bank. 


By Judge McDonald: 
5383a. So they become your bankers, as it were, for the amount they deposit !— 
Yes. Ofcourse they make more out of it than they could get from a savings bank. 


by Kev. Dr. McLeod : 

5384a. Did you ever discharge men for excessive drinking ?—No. 

5385a. You have had todo so sometimes, I suppose /—Well, I would not say never, 
but I cannot recollect any cases of that sort. 

5386a. Do you employ boys as well as men ?—In our bottling room. 

5387a. Do you make any rule as to their drinking !—That is a matter for the fore- 
man to handle. They are not supposed to drink in there, I do not think he allows them 
to drink at all. I have never heard of a boy drinking whisky, It would be against my 
rule if he did. 

5388a. Your foreman has the responsibility of looking after that ?—Yes. 

5389a. Would there not be something in this, that the men being in very close 
contact with the whole process of manufacture, come to have an aversion to the consump- 
tion of the liquor !—Well, I do not know, it has not had that effect on me. 

5390a. How much police force have you in town ?—I think we have two ; it may 
be three, I am not quite sure. 


By Mr. Clarke 

5391a. What is the rule as to drinking in the other factories and institutions, and 
on the railway here? Do they enjoin total abstinence on the men !—No, not at all. 

5392. I notice there is a railway here, the Windsor and Lake Erie, who is the 
manager of that road?—The Superintendent is Mr. Woolett. I am the President of 
the road. 

5393a. You have stringent rules, I suppose !—He may have some rules in the actual 
management of the road which I do not know of. 

5394, It is evidently essential that engineers and conductors, and men ‘havi ing 
charge of trains, should be sober men Certainly. 

5395a. So far as you know, do the companies-make a rule that engine drivers, con- 
ductors and firemen and so on, must be total abstainers?—I do not think so, I never 
heard of it. 

5396a. You say that a man shall come to work fit to work ?—That the men shall 
keep sober. 

5397a. That during hours they shall not render themselves incapable of work by 
drinking to excess !—Certainly, or by any other excess, no matter what it is. 
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5398a. What is the rate of taxation here?—I think it is 4} mills for general pur- 
poses, or 54, including school rates. 

5399a. Are there any special privileges the residents of this place have which 
enable them ro reduce the taxation down to that remarkably low rate —None what- 
ever. 

5400a. The residents here pay taxes on everything just as they do in every other 
town ?—Certainly. 

5401la. Now, is there any person from whom we could obtain the number of arrests 
and convictions for drunkenness, and all that kind of thing?—The Town Clerk could 
give you the information. 

5402a. Have you a resident Magistrate here Nothing beyond the Mayor, he fills 
that position. 

5403a. We understood from Mr. Bartlett that he had jurisdiction over the county ? 
—I think so. 

5404a. Did you have a prohibitory law in Michigan at any time since you resided 
in Detroit ?—I think there was such a law some thir ty years ago but I do not remember 
much about it. There has not been any for 20 years since I ‘have been in business. 

5405a. What is the system over there as to giving licenses !—I do not know that 
they have any regulation as to the issuing of licenses. 

5406a. Do you know what is the license fee ?—I think the license fee in Detroit is 
something like $250 or $300. 

5407a. Do you know how many licenses are issued there/—I do not know, there 
are a great many. There are too many for the city. 

5408a. Does a larger number of licenses mean that there will be a greater quantity 
of liquor sold and consumed ?—W ell, it means to my mind, from what I ‘have seen, a lot 
of poor places, a lot of groggeries, if the license is low. If anybody can get a license, the 
result is that you get a “lot of low groggeries, and low class people g go in there and get to 
drinking bad stuff, and get drunk, get wild, and you don’t know what they will do. 
With a ‘high license you can get a higher class of places where the business is better 
looked after, and you do not see any of those bad results from it. 

By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 

5409a. Those people who want to go to cheaper places, where they can get their 
drinks ?—They can get drink in these other places. 

5410a. But they are not able to pay the high prices?—Then they can get cheap 
drink, but they won't be allowed to go into those places and loaf there, spend their 

night there, as they do in these low groggeries. 

541la. Does 5$ mills taxation include fire protection ?—It includes the police. We 

maintain the fire department. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


5412a. Do you know anything about this grape industry and the hop industry in 
this county 7—I know about the hop industry. We grow about all the hops grown in 
this county. 

5413a. You do not know anything about the grape industry }—Except ina general 
way. I know they are growing a great quantity of grapes here. 

5414a. And manufacturing wine here ?—To a certain extent, but I think that is 
growing. 

5415a. Did you ever reside for any length of time, or have you visited any State or 
territory, where a prohibitory law was in force ?—Yes, I have been in Portland, Maine. 

54160. Did you spend any time in Portland /—I spent a summer once there, when 
I was just out of college about twenty years ago, at an island called Cushing’s Island. 
I saw something of it then. 

5417a. What did you see?—I should say I saw something of the non-working of 
prohibition. I could get drink easily enough. 

5418a. Was there a certain amount of stealth to be used ?—Not at all at that time. 

5419a. Cushing’s Island is part of the city of Portland!—I do not remember 
whether it is or not, it belongs to the State, I think. The ee I had in Portland 
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was not favourable to the prohibitory system. JI went into town one morning, and 
asked the first man I met where I could get a drink? He said: You can get one right 
across the street—and he pointed to a store, looking like an ordinary store. I went 
through a side door into a back room and got what I wanted. There was a bar there 
and lots of customers. 

5420a. Do you think it would be reasonable, if the Dominion Parliament passed a 
law prohibiting the manufacture of liquor, that you should be paid for your plant and 
machinery that would be rendered useless /—Most decidedly. 

5421la. Supposing a change was made in the tariff that would affect manufacturers, 
have they a right to be paid for machinery that would be practically rendered useless ? 
—TI think so. . 

By Rev. Dr.McLeod : 


5422a. But that has not been the rule, has it ?—Well, I think it has. 

5423a. Suppose that at next session of Parliament many industries should be 
practically wiped out by a change in the tariff should those people be paid for the loss ¢ 
—TI think they should in a case like the distilling business where we have had the pro- 
tection of Government, and where we pay a large amount of duty. We have gone on 
here in the past for thirty odd years, increasing this business, paying the Government 
for the privilege of doing the business ; and if they passed any legislation which was 
going to wipe us out, we should certainly expect to be reimbursed. 

5424a. During that thirty years you have enjoyed certain privileges, you have been 
permitted to engage in a very profitable business, and have been protected by the laws 
of the country in carrying on that business. Why should you expect to be paid because 
a change in public sentiment wiped out the business? Why should not the furniture 
manufacturer, or the agricultural implement manufacturer, if a change is made in the 
tariff that will render his machinery useless from the fact that he cannot compete with 
other manufacturers elsewhere—why should he not be paid !—Well, I think he should. 

5425a. He has been protected as you have been, and he has had to pay in some 
degree for that protection by custom duties on material that enters into the manufacture 
of his implements or furniture, as the case may be ; why should he not be paid for his 
machinery ?—I think he should be, if the Government have done anything to start this 
industry. Take the furniture establishment here in Walkerville. We have got a nice 
establishment, with some $50,000 capital. Now, the Government, under the present 
tariff, practically invites foreigners to come in here and go into the business ; that was the 
object of the tariff. Here is an instance of it right here in the Globe Furniture Com- 
pany. Under that tariff a gentleman came from Michigan and said: We can manutac- 
ture our furniture here, in our specialties, under your tariff and get a nice business. We 
put some money in with them to get it started. Now, if the Government should change 
that tariff, taking the duty off entirely, adopting any legislation which would throw this 
company out of employment and render their whole plant useless, I should say decidedly, 
as a matter of equity, that the Government ought to reimburse this company. 

5426a, The Government did not compel these people to come over here and establish 
this business and invest their capital. The Government merely reflects public opinion 
in lowering or increasing the duty from time to time. Under our form of Government, 
Parliament reflects the opinions of the people. But when a duty was put on furniture, 
the Government did not compel these people or yourself to invest any money in a furni- 
ture factory, you did it because you thought it would be profitable. Now, if a condition 
of things came about which made it unprofitable for them to continue that manufacture 
here, why should they be paid for the plant and machinery that would be rendered use- 
less /—You are right in saying that the Government did not compel this company to 
come here, but they offered inducements for them to come. 

By Judge McDonald : 

5427. Has the Government required you, in your business, to provide certain 
lines of machinery or plant, or whatever you please to call it —I was coming to that in 
a moment. You have mentioned the furniture company or any other manufacturing 
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laws governing the manufacture of whisky, as you gentlemen know, we have to carry 
the whisky two years before we can sell it. That is done in the interest of the consumer. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5428a. There is an impression in the minds of a good many people that it was done 
in the interest of the distillers !/—There are a great many impressions lurking in the 
minds of people generally, that are erroneous. The first thing the distillers heard of it 
was a statement made by Mr. Miall himself. I saw him on the river one day, and he 
said: At our next session we are going to take this plan. J am sure that the first indi- 
cation of a change came from the department. Now, look at the result. Formerly we 
could go along, carrying three or four hundred thousand proof gallons. Sometimes our 
stock would run down to less than a hundred thousand. Now we are carrying in our 
warehouses something over four million proof gallons. We have got to carry every 
gallon of that two years before we can use it. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5429a. Has the effect been to shut up some small distilleries, and prevent others 
from beginning !—I do not think it has shut up any, but it may have prevented others 
from going into it. If we were out of the business now, under present regulations, we 
would never go into the distilling business again, never in the world. It requires such 
an enormous outlay. 


By Mr, Clarke: 


5430a. The Government have imposed certain conditions upon you since you began, 
and if you had to commence business again you would not think of going into it under 
these conditions —No. ; 

5431a. Is there a similar impost or obligation on implement or stove manufacturers, 
or anything of that kind ?—No, and I say that is where the cases are dissimilar. Last 
September we had 4,200,000 gallons of proof spirits in our warehouses. Distillers who 
had been making money from year to year right along, have to take that money and 
put it into plant and stock and enlarge their capacity, as a result of these regulations, 
Now, the way we feel towards the Government is this: If they pass a prohibitory law 
and ask us to shut down, we will say to them: Here, gentlemen, is what you have forced 
us to do. I think we have just cause of complaint. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5432a. Not exactly forced you to do it, but made that a condition of your con- 
tinuing in the business !—That is it. 


by Judge McDonald : 


5433a. If you had given up and went out of the business when these new regula- 
tions were made, would it mean a loss of all your machinery and plant !—It would mean 
a serious loss to us to sell out a plant of this size. It is out of the question. 

5434a. Would you have found difficulty in selling to new people when these regu- 
lations came upon you /—I do not think it would have been possible to get a purchaser 
for a concern of this size. Jt is simply a matter of self-preservation. 


By Mr. Clarke ; 


5435a. You were so far in, you had to go on !—Yes; we could not get out of it. 

5436a. Did you ever find competition starting up in a small way from illicit stills 
in the country !—That is done to a certain extent, but you cannot tell to what extent. 

5437a. As a general thing licensed distillers keep an eye about them, and in case 
such places do start up, do they call the attention of the authorities to them ?—That 
would be a natural result if distillers discovered such places, but I do not know that a 
distiller ever did make such a discovery. 

5438. Last year, when we were down in the Province of Quebec, we took a good 
deal of evidence in reference to that liquor that was attempted to be smuggled in, anda 
good deal was brought in from St. Pierre, up the St. Lawrence. It was stated that in 
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some cases where liquor had been seized, the Government sold it by auction, and that 
the distillers in some cases had to buy it in for self-protection, and then rectify it /—Yes. 

5439a. Have you any remarks you wish to make in connection with that matter? 
—Yes, we have thought about the action of the Government in selling the whisky. 

54400. We found that when the Government were exacting duties from the dis- 
tillers, and requiring them to keep spirits in stock for two years, there was a. complaint 
that this stuff should be sold right upon the market. It was said to be raw, crude 
spirits, made in the States, and exported from New York or Boston, and the parties got 
it upon our market and got rid of the bonding provision to which Canadian distillers 
were subject /—The history of that case is about this: These people who are interested 
in the trade go to New York or Boston and buy a crude, raw spirit, I do not think it is 
any better than the spirit we send to Ottawa to make methylated spirits, raw alcohol. 
These people buy that very cheap. They could buy the same thing of Canadian dis- 
tillers very cheap if the Government would allow us to sell it, but we are prohibited 
from selling it. They run this down to St. Pierre, and the schooner either lands the 
stuff at St. Pierre, or, as I think is the case usually, they send a small quantity in and 
give the Customs officer five or ten dollars for a landing certificate. They return that 
landing certificate back to New York or Boston, cancelling the boat’s bond, and the 
ship clears. Then they take it up the St. Lawrence, transfer it to small river schooners, 
and they run it up and land it along the shore wherever they see opportunity. The 
Customs officers here made a few seizures down there, but they are few compared with 
the quantity that has been brought into the country, I am sure. When they made 
those seizures they were exacting from distillers $1.50 a proof gallon for internal revenue 
tax and excise. Now the Government take that spirit and advertise it for sale by 
auction. They put it up in some cases for less than the duty which we were paying on 
it, and turned it out into the country, raw crude spirits, duty paid, where they will not 
permit a Canadian distiller to sell anything that is not fully matured, after paying $1.50 
tax on it. It is a great injustice to the Canadian distillers. It is a great surprise to 
me that the Government have not stopped that thing before. 

5441a. It was a great injustice to the consumer, was it not ?—A great injustice. 
These people down the St. Lawrence were drinking that stuff and simply poisoning them- 
selves. The stuff was awful. It was barely fit for manufacturing purposes. I think the 
Government have one or two officers down there now, but the Gulf is a pretty wide body 
of water. That thing has been going on to a much greater extent than the Government 
admits. 

5442a. Has the smuggling in recent years had any perceptible effect on the sales of 
distillers ?—Yes, decidedly. Of course it is difficult for us to say how much, because 
the decreased sales by distillers may have resulted from some other causes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 

5443a. You pay a license from year to year ’—Yes. 

5444a, What amount ?—I think it is $250. 

5445a. Then the Government has certain officers on the premises !— Yes. 

5446a. How many ?—I think at present we have 11 or 12. They have charge of 
the whole premises. Every gallon of stock we have is in their charge and under their 
lock and key. 

5447a. Until it is shipped ?-—Until it is matured, yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5448a. The Government is practically a partner with you in the business /—They 
handle the whole thing. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


5449a. Some person told us that they get the lion’s share of the profits ’—There is 
no question about it. Our sales are a million gallons a year, or they should be ; they 
used to be more than that. The Government get out of that a million and a half of 
money. We do not get anything like it. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 


5450a. They have no capital invested /—They have ten or twelve officers here, and 
they receive for their revenue for the country a million and a half dollarsa year. All 
the capital they have invested, I suppose, is merely the wages they pay these officers. 


By kev, Dr. McLeod : 


545la. How many cattle do you feed here ?—Last year we fed 2,400. 

5452a. Are these sent here for feeding !—They aresent here. Formerly we bought 
the cattle and fed them ourselves ; but the last few years we have sold our stock in trade, 
and simply supply the feed. Then from here, of course, they go generally to England. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5453a. That is really a part of the distilling business, it is all under this manage- 
ment ?— Yes, it is a part of this business. 

5454a. That employed part of the labour you speak of /—No, I did not include 
those men in my figures. Those men did not belong to us, they belong to the people 
who own the cattle, since we have given it up. 


By Mr. Clarke ; 


5455a. Do you feed any hogs }—We usually feed a few hogs, I think eight or six- 
teen hogs. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5456a. Is there a brewery here !—Yes, the Walkerville Brewing Company. 

5457a. Does the number of employees you have mentioned include those engaged in 
the brewery business ?—No, only those in the distillery. 

5458a. These companies practically own the town ?—Yes, the different companies, 
with the exception of what may be owned by the men. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


5459a. Is there any restriction upon the working men or employees of your com- 
pany, in buying their land or houses ?—Not the slightest. This Land Co., are making a 
specialty of selling lots and houses, and they sell to the men in town who want them. 

5460q@. There is a licensed retail place here, is there not ?—I think there is one. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod - 


5461a. A saloon or a hotel ?—I do not think it is either, I think it is a retail shop. 

5462a. But they are not permitted to sell for consumption on the premises /—I 
think this man is not, he is a retailer. But there is one bar licensed here, we have a little 
hotel here, The Crown Inn. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


5463a. Do you attribute your immunity from drunkenness and drink, to proximity 
to Windsor and Detroit ? Do the people here who require liquor go to Windsor or to 
Detroit instead of buying it here, and does that account for the absence of drunkenness 
and disorderly conduct }—It would hardly seem to be so to me. I suppose some of our 
men go off to Windsor or Detroit in the evening, but we are sure to see them in the 
morning. 


By Judge McDonald ; 


5464a. If the Government were to pay the company for the amount invested in 
plant and machinery and so on, would it be worth while for you to give up the business ? 
—Well, you ask me a question which I have not considered at all. I am not quite pre- 
pared to answer. 

5465a. Supposing the Government, as some people suggest, were to take the manu- 
facture of spirits for sacramental, mechanical and medicinal purposes into their own 
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hands—although it is hardly a possible case—would it be an object for you and other 
gentlemen in the trade to have the Government do that !—Of course it would depend on 
whether they would be willing to buy out the business at a valuation of what it was 
worth, which they should do if they were to conduct the business as any business man 
would conduct it. 

5466. You would include in that valuation the good-will !—Yes. 

5467a. Apart from the good-will, if they bought your factory with the machinery 
and the stock in hand ?—It would depend even then on what valuation they put upon 
it. I can say this: that this company will be very glad, now or at any time, to sell out 
this whole business, but we would want to sell it to you on business principles. 

5468. I suppose your business is what may be called a well established one ?—Yes. 

5469a. It has been building up for thirty years !—Yes. 

5470a. And all the time making larger business connections /—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


5471a. Could you give us statistics as to the amount of freight you pay ?—What 
we pay would not be a very good criterion. For instance, we ship some whisky to Mon- 
treal and Quebec, to which we send consignments, and we pay the freight on it ; but 
whisky we sell in Toronto, London and Hamilton, is custom trade. We sell it free on 
board the cars here. Of course I could get an estimate of the freight on all shipments. 

5472a. Lask this because the carrying industry would be affected by prohibition !— 
I can get that for you, but it would take some time. 


By Judge McDonald - 


5473a. By the bye, are you troubled with these imitations ?—Greatly. 

5474a. We found last year, when in Montreal, that a lithographer was accustomed 
to make imitation labels of different kinds of spirits and liquors, which he sold to who- 
ever wished to buy, and he made them to order, and he sometimes had a supply on hand. 
He said it was quite a branch of his business !—There are those who make a specialty of 
printing imitation labels. It is worse in the States than with us. 

5475a. We understood that some men are accustomed to take liquor of any kind, 
and colour it with various substances, and then put a label upon it with whatever name 
they choose to call it, and sell it. Do you find imitations in that respect /—Yes, a great 
many people are doing that. There isa great deal of stuff sold in the country under the 
name of Canadian whisky made at Walkerville, that has never seen Walkerville at all. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


5476a. You consider that rather complimentary to your Walkerville product ’—It 
is rather complimentary, but we do not derive benefit from it. There was a curious 
article in one of the trade papers not long ago. They spoke of a circular which they 
themselves had received from a lithographer, offering to supply labels for any liquor, 
specifying all the names of all the leading whiskies and brandies. This man went on to 
say that he would be glad to furnish labels at a very low rate for all these brands. There 
are men in Chicago and Cincinnati who make a business of putting up imitation liquors. 
We had a law suit with a concern there two years ago, a man who got out a label imitat- 
ing ours, and had a bottle imitating ours, and the whisky about the same colour, but 
nothing like it in any other way. The flavour was not like it, it may have been as good 
or better. This man was putting it out as our whisky, and we had to get an injunction 
to stop him. He had it scattered all over the Western States. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5477a. Are the empty casks returned to you ?/—In Canada, yes. 
5478a. Do you know whether in these there were ever found articles that had been 
used for adulteration /— Yes, but it is not very frequent. 
5479a. What articles are used ?—I have known of beef and tobacco. 
5480a. We have been told about tobacco, and a substance called blue stone, that 
is used in the rural districts ?—I have never discovered that. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 


5481la. What ingredients have you discovered ?—Particularly beef and tobacco, and 
I have seen some tea. 


5482a. What is the beef put in for ?—For flavouring, to give the spirit a little more 
body. 


By Judge McDonald: 


5483a. The theory in regard to tobacco in our eastern section of Toronto, so far as 
I understood, was this: that the barrels generally came from country tavern-keepers, 
and it was supposed they had diluted to a large extent with water, and then they put in 
the tobacco in order to bring on a fiery taste 1 They buy a weak strength of spirit. In 
that part of the country they don’t drink whisky. In the Province of Quebec and further 
down, they don’t drink whisky at all. 

5484a. This was in a town in Ontario?—In the Province of Quebec and east of 
that, they drink what they call “ whisky blanc,” a strong spirit, fifty or sixty-five over 
proof, in some cases coloured, and in some cases not. Jt is pure spirits of alcohol. 

5485a. This United States spirits that comes in raw would suit their palate 7—Yes. 
These men like something that will scratch all the way down. I had experience in Mon- 
treal a few years ago. I had not been down there for some time, and our agent wanted 
me to call upon a man in the trade who was not buying our whisky. I went to him 
and found him a nice fellow, thoroughly French. I asked him why he did not use our 
whisky? ‘“‘ Well, he said, your whisky i is not so good as So and So’s.” I knew this other 
man’s ‘whisky, he was a man who was not at all ‘particular with the spirit he made, and 
was turning out some very rank stuff. This French gentleman said that our whisky 
was not so "good as that, although there was really no comparison between the two. I 
asked him then to explain why it was not so good, what he thought was wrong with 
ours. ‘* Well,” he said, “I will tell you: A man comes in here and I give him your 
whisky, or whisky like yours, and he takes it out to a little place in the country, and he 
comes back next day and says he don’t want that stuff.” Why? I ask him. “ Because,” 
he says, “ they don’t feel it when it goes down.” And this Montreal trader actually 
thought that that was a test of quality. They have got an American spirit now that 
suits that class of men, they are drinking that smuggled stuff. 


WILLIAM ROBBINS, of Walkerville, book-keeper, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


5486a. How long have you resided in Walkerville ?—Nearly six years. 

5487a. You have been all the time in the employment of the company?—Yes. I 
am Secretary for the Walkerville Distilling Company. 

5488a. Your duties are, I suppose, the ordinary duties of a secretary /—Well, in a 
little different way, they are more executive. Mr. Frank Walker has the management 
of the distillery, but when he is away, as he is a great deal, then I have to look after it. 

5489a. You are to a certain extent superintendent? D —Yes, although we have a 
superintendent, that is, a man outside who looks after the machinery. My duties are 
more in the way of management than a secretary’s duties are supposed to be ordinarily. 

5490a. Is there any ‘Statement that you wish to make to us in connection with the 
business, that comes within your particular knowledge of the work?—I hardly know 
how much Mr. Walker has already told you about the business, probably he has covered 
the same ground I would cover. In some respects I am much more in touch with the 
business than he is, particularly as to our export business, which is a growing feature 
here, and a very important feature. 

549la. To what countries do you export ?—A great many, I can give you a list of 
them in print. 
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5492a. Do you find the business constantly growing !—Yes, phenomenally so, in 
some directions. In the United States it is merely wonderful. We started our agency 
in Chicagoin February, 1888, and during the whole of that year we only sent 340 cases ; 
the next year, exactly the same; the next year, 460 cases. That trade is now running 
at the rate of seven or eight thousand cases. 

5493a. Is Chicago a shipping point for the Western States ?—That is the central 
agency for a number of the Western States. 

5494a. Now, where liquors are exported, what is the rule as to bonding and duties? 
—For some of our customers we pay all the duties ourselves. We take the goods across 
to Detroit and store them there, we keep a stock there. Our man pays the duties and 
attends to all the entries, and we sell duty paid. In such a case, the Canadian Govern- 
ment do not charge us excise. 

5495a. You save the excise duty, but you pay the United States customs ?—Yes. 

5496a. Do you export to any extent to Europe’—To some extent. That is grow- 
ing in a marked manner, every foreign market is growing, some much faster than others. 
Some markets are much more conservative. The European market is the most conserv- 
ative in the world. We have not attempted much on the continent until quite lately, 
but we have had an office in Great Britain for about four years. 

5497a. You buy a certain amount of Canadian grain /—Yes. 

5498a. Is much of that grain raised in the county of Essex ?—A good deal. 

5499a. Then you import, as we learn from Mr. Walker, a certain amount of Amer- 
ican grain !—Yes. 

5500a. Is it grain that you cannot get in Canada!—There is not enough raised 
here, as I have always understood, for our purposes, but we make it a practice to buy 
all the grain that offers here locally. 

5501a. Do you buy the fuel here, the coal that you use?—That is all bought on 
the other side. 

5502a. I suppose wood is becoming scarce in this section of the country for fuel 
purposes ?—I suppose it is. We do not use very much of it. 

5503a. You might give us some explanation regarding the quality of your product. 
I suppose you have obtained medical opinion on that subject /—We have a large number 
of letters which have come in in the ordinary way from medical men on the other side, 
and we would be very glad to place them at the disposal of the Commission. <A great 
many of them express an opinion as to the value of alcohol as a stimulant in certain 
cases ; a great many of them speak of the extreme difficulty of obtaining pure whisky 
for medicinal use and a great many are very complimentary of our whisky. These we 
receive from time to time, and for the convenience of our business we have always kept 
theni on a separate file; so that I could hand them over to the Commission, who could 
peruse them and make any extracts, or retain any of the originals they might want. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5504a. Are those voluntary communications /—They are in response to our offering 
to send samples to the medical profession. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5505a. I think so far as they speak of the advantage of alcohol for medicinal pur- 
poses, they would come within the scope of our enquiry. Do they speak of the quantity of 
impure liquor that is put on to the market !—A great many of them do that. It occurred 
to me that they would be useful as showing that Canada is supplying a liquor which is 
regarded very largely by the medical profession as supplying a need, and as being some- 
thing which they have had difficulty to get. We have a great many letters which speak 
on that point. 

5506a. The adulteration of liquor is one of the points on which we are to enquire ? 
—The adulteration of liquor in the United States is colossal. 

5507a. Speaking as a citizen, do you think it would be well that liquors sold by 
retail over the bar, should be subjected to frequent inspection !—We would certainly be 
very glad to see anything that would tend to prevent adulteration, because we suffer 

WILLIAM Rossins. 
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enormously from it. I am sure we would be very glad if the Government could devise 
some means of preventing whisky and other liquors that are sold over bars, from being 
tampered with after they come into the possession of the retail dealers. Our theory is 
that it is the bad whisky that does more harm than anything else. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5508a. Our Commission charges us to examine into the effects of the liquor traffic 
on the social conditions of the country at large, and on the morals of the people, as well 
as on the industrial interests and business generally. Now, from your point of view as 
a business man, what have you observed of the effects of the liquor traffic, as it is estab- 
lished and carried on, on the social conditions !—I have travelled extensively, before I 
came here.. I used to be on the move nearly all the time for 12 or 14 years, largely in 
the United States, and have lived there for some time. My observation has been that 
in every community where the liquor traffic was supposed to be suppressed, there was a 
demoralizing state of things. I once went into a large hotel in a prohibition neighbour- 
hood, and I had not been in the place many minutes before I was told that if I wanted 
something to drink, the bar was in Room No. 90. I made inquiries on the subject and 
all tended in the same direction. We have frequent visitors here from the United 
States. A little while ago we had four men here from Ohio. They told us their town 
was a prohibition town, and it utterly demoralized the young men of that town. They 
had formed clubs in a neighbouring town where they had not this regulation, and used 
to drive there for no other purpose than to get liquor. This is the first time I have ever 
lived in a community so closely in touch with the liquor interest as Walkerville. This 
is the soberest town I ever saw in my life, I have never seen a Walkerville man intoxi- 
cated during the nearly six years I have been here. I have established my home here, 
and I certainly should not want to do that if the moral aspect of the thing was not 
satisfactory, because there is no other influence brought to bear on me to live here; in 
fact the Messrs. Walker expected I would have preferred to live in Detroit when I came 
here. But I find everything here in good order, the citizens all that could be desired. 
We have no brawling here ; all the drunkenness I have ever seen in Walkerville has 
been principally imported from Detroit. 

5509a. Then do we understand that the more abundant whisky is, the better the 
condition ?—No, I would not say that, but I would say that a well regulated whisky 
traftic is far better than any attempt to suppress it. 

5510a. Have you observed that the whisky trattic, as it is carried on elsewhere, 
does have an injurious effect upon social conditions and upon morals ’—I have always 
noticed that excessive drinking is a bad thing, the same as excessive eating, or excess in 
anything else. 

551la. In the same sense and degree !—-Of course excessive eating never caused a 
man to beat his wife and turn his family out doors. I think there is no excess so bad 
as excessive drinking, anyone must admit that ; but I have never seen coercive legisla- 
tion bring about true temperance, in my judgment. 

5512a. I was not asking the question about coercive legislation: but the Commis- 
sion says that we must exagnine the effects of the liquor traffic in these respects, and 
upon all the interests that are touched by it ?—Well, I frankly admit that if every man 
who is drinking to excess now, could be induced to stop it, it would be a glorious 
thing. 

‘55 13a. Do you regard the liquor traffie, as it is established, as bearing any relation 
to what you call the excessive use of liquors, and the evils resulting therefrom, and as 
being somewhat responsible for those things !—I think that the liquor traflic is a thing 
that must exist, and in making pure liquor I think the manufacturer is doing his part in 
the interest of true temperance, that is the view I take of it. I think that the adultera- 
tion of liquor should be stopped so far as possible. 

5514a. Do you regard the liquor traffic as established as contributing in any sense 
to the success of the country commercially, or otherwise /—Yes, I do; and one reason 
for that is that in any prohibition neighbourhood where I have been, I have noticed a 
stagnation of business. I think that has been the experience in Canada. I have per- 
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sonally observed that when we got into a Scott. Act town there was a falling off of 
prosperity. 

5515a. Do you think that the liquor traftic, as it is carried on in any community, is 
promotive of the success of other industries !—Do you mean to ask whether, if that were 
taken away, the others would not go along just as well. 

5516a. Or better ; and whether the fact of its existence interferes somewhat with 
the success of other industries /—Of course I imagine that we would probably approach 
that question from a different stand point I think that during your time and mine, and 
a long time after, men will drink something. 

5517a. I fear so?—I think they will, consequently I think that to remove the 
liquor traffic in any way which is practicable to us, which is by coercive legislation, will 
not improve the condition of things, but rather the reverse. There will be illicit drink- 
ing, the liquor will be of a worse character, and there will be breaches of the law which 
are very demoralizing in themselves, because people will lose respect for the law. If we 
could discuss this matter by agreeing that it was possible to stop drinking, then it would 
be a different thing; but I do not believe that is possible, and therefore I should 
naturally answer such a question in a different way from that in which it would be 
answered by aman who believes that you can stop it. I believe the making and con- 
sumption of liquor will go on; therefore I believe that regulating it in a wise way is all 
we can possibly do. 

5518a. Another question growing out of your statement—suppose that moral 
influences continued steadily at work until by and by there came a time when every- 
body would be practically abstainers ; would that condition of things be equal to the 
present ?—Well, I must say that although I have been the nearest thing in the world to 
a teetotaller all my life—I don’t suppose I consume two bottles of liquor in a year—I 
should not want to be unable to obtain it. J kept my poor old mother alive four years 
on brandy and whisky, and I have seen other members of my own family benefitted by 
it, and I would not want to see the manufacture of liquor stopped. 

5519a. I asked, supposing that people generally did not use it, that they were 
brought, not by legislative enactments, but by moral influences, not to use it—would 
that be a better condition of things than the present !—That might be, but it is rather 
difficult to discuss the question on such a hypothesis. I do not know what the world 
would be like when men came to that. I never saw an instance of excessive drinking 
that I did not very much deplore ; I never saw a case of suicide that I did not deplore, 
but the hardware stores must continue to sell knives, although people cut their throats 
occasionally. The thing is to stop the evil without stopping that which is good. I think 
there is a great consumption of liquor which is good ; I think that after a man gets to a 
certain age, very often he requires a little stimulant. 


By Judge McDonald: 


5520a. I would hardly think the hardware store is a parallel with the liquor store, 
because a man might commit suicide by a knife or a rope, or by drowning ; whereas in 
the other case the evil is produced alone by the one article !—But where am I to get the 
stimulant if I want it?—I am not really sick, but my forces are weakening, I get 
wearied, and I want a little something to help me. Where am I to get that ? 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5521a. But is the drink traffic, as established and carried on, necessary in order 
that you may get that stimulant occasionally, when it is a pressing necessity /—I do not 
know how you will manage it otherwise, because I have been told by a man from Bel- 
fountaine that doctors’ certificates were regularly sold in that town at ten cents a piece, 
that men went to the drug store to drink, and the drug store was simply converted into 
a tavern. As I say, I may be feeling indisposed, and I think a little stimulant would 
do me good, I am a competent man, and am I not to be trusted to regulate that thing 
for myself? Suppose I am sick, I may be 60 years old and I may require an occasional 
stimulant, have I got to go to a doctor and get a prescription to enable me to get a little 
stimulant ? 

WILiiAM RosBINs. 
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5522a, That brings the question up again, does your occasional need of a stimulant 
make necessary the drink traffic as it exists and as it is carried on ?—I think the drink 
traffic probably can be regulated and improved. Iam nota very old man, but I can see 
a great improvement since I was a young fellow. I can remember when it was not 
thought an ungentlemanly thing for a man to be overcome with wine at his neighbour’s 
table, and I do not think any man to-day would say that is a gentlemanly thing. There 
has been a very great change. It seems to me that good influences are going on, and in 
addition to the better sentiment which is prevailing, we are learning to regulate the 
trade, and I think perhaps our laws are improved in that way, and perhaps we can still 
improve those laws; but I do not think we will improve them by attempting to convert 
men to prohibition by Acts of Parliament. 

5523a. You believe in the restrictive features of our license law, for instance, as to 
certain hours and the Sabbath !—Certainly. 

5524a. Of course, those are prohibitive up to a certain point /—Yes, and I think 
those are wholesome. 

552430. Have you known any community in which those prohibitions have been 
observed by licenses ?—I have never been much of a frequenter of drinking places, and | 
could not say much on that point. JI remember years ago when I was living in Toronto 
the question of the Dunkin Act came up, and I was making some inquiry about 
how the Sunday law was observed. I remember the cab man whom I used to employ 
said he would undertake to drive me to 25 or 30 places between ten and twelve o’clock 
on Sunday morning, where I could get all the liquor I wanted. That surprised me very 
much. I have no personal knowledge, because I do not visit these places ; but I should 
say there are some places where the Sunday law is pretty well observed. Ido not think 
I ever observed any considerable amount of intoxication in the streets of Toronto on 
Sunday, I do not remember ever having seen an intoxicated man on the streets of 
Detroit on Sunday, although I am there very frequently on Sunday. In fact when I 
lived in New York, I used frequently to be down at Coney Island on Sunday, and J 
used to be surprised at the absence of drunkenness and disorder. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5525a. You have remarked that, according to your observation, where a prohibi- 
tory law is in force, there is stagnation of business. Have you any particular place in 
your mind ?—Yes, some years ago I was in Milton, in the county of Halton, and every- 
body was complaining there. I remember one incident that struck me forcibly, that is 
I could not get my shoes blacked at the hotel, and it became so uncomfortable to stay 
in that prohibition town that I was very glad to get out. I neither could get my shoes 
blacked, nor could I borrow a shoe brush to black them myself. 

5526a. That was a stagnation in the hotel business /—That was one result, and the 
explanation made to me was that business had become so bad that the hotel-keeper had 
determined to make the people feel the inconvenience of the Scott Act, and therefore 
they were not affording the ordinary comforts in hotels. I found the merchants com- 
plaining that the farmers, instead of coming into Milton, went to some other place to 
do their business. 

5527a. We have been told that liquor was sold in certain places in the town of 
Milton, and that people could get it?—I dare say they could, but I think, perhaps, it 
would be freer to the initiated who lived in town than to strangers. J have never looked 
into this thing to the extent I should have done if I were in sympathy with the Scott 
Act. But I happened to be in a position to hear these remarks about trade having 
come away from a Scott Act town, and farmers not coming into market, and so on, and 
the people appeared to be very anxious to get rid of the Scott Act. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5528a. I think you said you have had experience in several prohibition towns ?— 
Yes ; I was down through Maine a good deal, and I have been out in Iowa. 
5529a. How many years ago since you were in Maine?—I do not think I have 
been in Maine for nearly ten years, but I used to be there frequently on business. 
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5530a. Now, what did you find down there !—I used to find that, although I am 
not much in the habit of going into bars—in fact I might say never—but I was fre- 
quently informed that I could get all the drink I wanted, and the men whom I met in 
travelling, at hotels, always told me that there was no difficulty in getting drink. At 
that time I was not interested in this traffic, I was in an entirely different business, but 
I noticed these things as a matter of observation and of general interest, but I never 
heard anything else from men who travelled in ‘those States. 

553la. At that time did you consider that the condition of things which then 
existed was better than what would exist under a license law ?—I could not see that it 
was. J could not see that there was any outward manifestation of improvement. I 
never could see that Portland was any more orderly or any more prosperous in appear- 
ance than any other town of similar size. There was nothing to indicate that a different 
law existed in Portland from what existed elsewhere. 

5532a. Was it a healthy thing to have a law on the statute-book, and part of the 
constitution in fact, ignored and flagrantly violated !—No ; that is my great objection 
to a prohibitory law. I think it hurts the people to pass a law which a great number of 
them conscientiously feel that they would be justified in breaking; it is demoralizing, 
and that is the one great objection I have to anything of this sort. I would just as 
soon pass a law compelling every man to go to church on Sunday, I think there would 
be just the same revolt against it on the part of a great many people. 

5533a. How did you find the condition of affairs in Iowa?—I saw just the same 
sort of thing as I saw in Maine, and I heard just the same statements—that whisky was 
brought into the State, eggs were blown empty and filled with whisky, little bottles 
were sold labelled as medicine, and all this sort of thing. We have letters from doctors 
in that State, and one of them uses this strong language: “There is very little of good 
whisky to be got in Iowa, but lots of rot-gut”; that is exactly what I have always heard 
with regard to Iowa. I should have found it out myself if I had been accustomed to 
go into the saloons. I did not see it, but I always heard it. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5534a. How long since you were there /—Probably seven years. 

5535a. Were you in any of the river towns /—I was in Des Moines and Council 
Blufts several days. 

5536a. When you were at Council Bluffs did you require to be told that liquor was 
on sale, or did your eyes tell you !—That I could not say, because bars had no interest 
for me whatever. 

5537a. I mean from the window, as you passed along the street ?—I could not say 
about that. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


5538a. A general disregard of the law, that was your experience in Iowa and Maine? 
—That is what I heard from men who, I supposed, knew; they informed me that I 
could get all the whisky I wanted, but I was not after whisky. 

5539a. But the information was given to you gratuitously in those hotels /—Yes, 
I have been told several times that if I wanted anything, the bar-room was pointed out 
to me. 

5540a. Did you have any experience of the Scott Act in other places besides the 
county of Halton?’—I think I have, although I cannot quite locate them. I think I 
had some experience in Orangeville. I used to travel about so much that it would be a 
little hard for me to say definitely, and I am not clear on this point. But I never heard 
but the one story, and I have talked to a great many men who felt just as I did, who 
would like to see true temperance, as we regard it. I have not been in the habit of 
talking to men who were excessive drinkers, because I did not run across them ; but 
whoever talked to me on this subject told just about the same story—that the law was 
disregarded, that young men were in the habit of keeping packages of liquor in their 
rooms who had never done it before, and that business was suffering. That is the ver- 
dict I always heard. 

WILLIAM RosBINs. 
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THOMAS SMITH, Mayor of Walkerville, on being duly sworn, deposed as fol- 
lows : 


By Judge McDonald : 


554la, What is your business occupation /— Baker. 

5542a. How long have you resided in Walkerville /—About 12 years. 

5543a. The town has been incorporated since you resided here !—Yes. 

5644a. How do you find the place as respects order ?—It is a very orderly place, 
the most orderly place I ever saw. 

5545a. Do you discharge the duties of Police Magistrate here /—Yes. 

5546a. Have you many cases of drunkenness or disorderly conduct to try /— Very 
few. I have had only three in nine months, and one of those came drunk from Windsor. 

5547a. So that sobriety prevails in this community /—Yes. 

5)48a,. Are what would be called the distillery interests of importance in this town ? 
—Yes, I consider them very important for the. prosperity of the town, and the business 
interests. 

5549a. You have other manufactures, here, we learn ?— Yes. 

5550a. Taking them all in all, do they seem to be doing well ?—Apparently they 
are doing well. The town is in a prosperous condition. 

5551a. Do you know the assessed value of the town ?—I think it is $1,500,000 in 
round figures. 

5552a. What is your rate of taxation!—Four mills is the general rate, and one 
mill for school rates. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5553a. That is a marvellously low rate ; what does that expenditure cover !/—The 
general expenses of the town, including the county rate. We pay $800 to the county. 
We are separated from the county, and that $800 covers our share for the administra- 
tion of justice, and the use of the county buildings and jail and registry office. 

5554a. Are your streets maintained out of these four mills taxation /—There is a 
local improvement rate. 

5555a. How much do local improvements add to the general rate, what is the total 
rate of taxation 1—-I could not give you the figures exactly at present. 

5556a. As near as you can remember ?—I think the local improvement rate is in 
the neighbourhood of $40,000 or $45,000. 

5557a. Have you street lighting here !—Yes. 

5558a. You get your streets watered in the summer /—No. We pay a water tax, 
but nothing for water service in the summer. 

5559a. How is that tax levied ?—According to the quantity of water used, we have 
meters. 

5560a. Now, what would the water cost in an ordinary house of six or seven rooms, 
with a kitchen tap and a closet and bath room tap, a family of five or seven persons ?— 
That would be about $10 a year. 

5561a. Have you any debt ?—No. 

5562a. How is your police force paid !—Out of the general rate. 

5563a. So that your school, your town clerk, your roads, and all that,are maintained 
at a rate of six or seven mills to the dollar, at the outside!—Yes, less than that. Our 
rate was higher last year, and we wiped off some extra debt in order to save the trouble 
« giving debentures. Last year we wiped off something in the neighbourhood of 

2,500. 

5564a. Do you know any other municipality with a rate as low as four or five mills, 
including schools ?—I do not know of any other municipality in Ontario which has a rate 
of less than seventeen mills. 

5565a. To what do you attribute your low rate ? Have you been taxing yourselves 
very heavily in years past for roads and school buildings ?—Our taxes are much less 
since we have been incorporated. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


5566a. How long have you lived in the county of Essex !—About 13 years. 

5567a. Have you found in the county, and as a rule in this part of the country, an 
increase in the temperate habits of the people !—Do you find that there is less drunken- 
ness than there used to be in years gone by !—Yes, I think there is slightly less. 

5568a. Of course in Walkerville, from what you say, there is not room for much 
decrease, if you only had three people arrested for drunkenness in nine months /—We 
had no resident of the town arrested. 

5569a. All the other cases were outsiders !—Were outsiders. One of them got his 
drink in Windsor, and the others were not residents. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


5570a. How many police have you /—Two. 

5571a. Is it their duty to arrest people who are intoxicated !—Yes. 

5572a. Is it reasonable to conclude that there were no drunken men about the 
streets except those three, that is, that the police were vigilant in arresting any drunken 
man that was loitering about the street /—I think so. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5573a. Is it a rule of the police to arrest every person who is found intoxicated on 
the streets, though he is not disorderly /—It is their duty to do so. 

5574a. In some places it is a rule of the police that even though a man is walking 
unsteadily and is evidently intoxicated, if he is heading homeward and not making a dis- 
turbance, they let him go. Do you know whether that is the rule of your police /—If a 
man is going along and is minding his own business and is capable of taking care of him- 
self, I do not hold with the police arresting him. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5575a. Would you favour the passing of a prohibitory law for Canada !—I would 
not. 

5576. Do you think if such a law were passed it could be successfully enforced !— 
Ido not think it could be. 

5577a. In case such a law were enacted, would you deem it right that brewers and 
distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery that would be rendered 
useless 1— Yes, I think they should be, but I am not in favour of a prohibitory law at all. 

5578a. But supposing there was one, would you think it right they should be remu- 
nerated /—I think so. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5579a. I suppose these various companies here pay the most of the taxes, do they 
not !—That is what makes our rates so low. 

5580a. They practically own the town !—Yes, the largest part of it. 

5d8la. At any rate they own nearly all the property amongst them, and they pay 
most of the taxes. How many men have you in the Town Council ?—Nine. 
5582a. Are these men in the Town Council employees of these companies, or con- 
cerned in them in any way ?—No, our Council is principally an independent Council now. 

5583a. Are you concerned in any way in any of these companies, the Furniture 
Company or the Land Company, for instance !—No. 

5584a. Do you know whether many of the Councillors are concerned in those com- 
panies, or employees or proprietors !—Some of them are. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5585a. Is the property of those companies assessed on the same basis as other 
property /—On the same basis. 
5586a. And they pay what they are assessed the same as you do?—Yes. I think 
we have a very just assessment. 
Tomas SMItH. 
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5587a. I think you have got a very low rate of assessment ?—On account of the 
immense capital that is invested, our rates are very low. 

5588a. Do you find a police force of two men are sufficient to preserve order and 
protect the peaceable citizens !—Yes, they have very little work to do. Of course, they 
have their beats to travel over but they have no trouble in keeping order. 


By kev. Dr. McLeod : 


5589a. You have two licenses here, a saloon license and a shop license !—A hotel 
and a shop license. 

5590a. Do you know whether these licensees observe the provisions of the license 
law ?—I think they do. 

5591a. I suppose that hotel man sells on Sunday ?—I am certain he does not. 

5592a. And would the shop licensed man sell in less quantities than the law 
permits, or would he sell for consumption on the premises !—I have no direct proof that 
he does, but I believe he does. 

5593a. You are afraid that he is not keeping the law ?—I do not think he observes 


- the law as he should, although I have no proof on the matter. 


5594a. You are Acting Magistrate too, are you not ?—Yes. 
5595a. Has he ever been before you for violation of the law ?—No. 
5596a. Has anybody made a charge against him ?—No. 


- By Judge McDonald : 


5597a. You have but one hotel here /—Only one. 

5598a. What is the population of your town ?—Between 900 and 1,000. I think it 
will reach 1,000. 

5599a. Do you find that one hotel is sufficient for the purposes of the town !—One 
hotel is sufficient. 

5600a. Do you think it an advantage to have a small number of licensed places in 
a town ?—_Yes. 

5601a. Would you prefer to have a limited number of places with a high license 
fee, or a lot of places with a low license fee /—A limited number of licenses with a high 
license fee. I think they are kept under better control. 

5602a. What is the fee here ?—$300 for both the shop and the hotel. 

5603a. Your experience would lead you to believe that a fewer number of places 
with a higher license, is the better system !—Yes, that is my view of the matter. 


By kev. Dr. McLeod: 


5604a. What is the advantage of having a small number rather than a large num 
ber ?—When there are a large number licensed, they are more apt to keep low, miserable 
houses. 

5605a. In some places we have found a license for every 400 of the inhabitants, 
but you have only one here for about 1,000. Would it be an advantage to have another 
license, or do you think it would be a disadvantage to the town to have two or three 
places where drink could be sold ?—I do not know that there would be any particular 
disadvantage, but still I think one house is sufficient for the accommodation of the town. 
My idea of an hotel is that it should not be a mere drinking shop, although it is neces- 
sary that it should have a license. 

5606a. I suppose you would not care to have a saloon here /—No, if it was a mere 
drinking house, I would oppose it. 

5607a. Do you think it would be a disadvantage to the town !—I do—not from the 
point of view of drinking, but on account of the class of people who generally frequent 
those drinking houses. é 

5608. Do you think asaloon will create that class of people !—I do, to a certain 
extent ; at least, if it did not create them, it would encourage them. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5609a. From your point of view, it would appear that if either had to be done 
away with, a licensed hotel or a saloon, it would be better to do away with the saloon 4 
—lI think so. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 


5610a. Is it well to have respectable men in the trade !—I think so. 

561la. Why ?—It is well to have respectable men in all branches of business, and 
I think it is well to encourage and support respectable men in business. 

5612a. The view has been presented that it would be well to make the trade as 
disreputable as possible so that decent people would not go into it and patronize it. Do 
you think that plan would promote the best interest of the community !—I think it is 
these low houses that encourage what I call the treating practice, that bring ill will 
upon the lquor traffic. 

5613a. Would it be well to bring the traffic into disrepute as quickly as possible so 
as to get rid of it altogether !—No, I do not think so. 

5614a. Have you had any experience in any other place where there was a local 
prohibitory law ?—I have never lived in any place where they had a local prohibitory 
law, though I have been in Essex Centre when they had a local prohibitory law, and I 
think there was more low drinking done there at that time than at any other time. 

5615a. Would Essex Centre, under that prohibitory law, compare favourably with 
Walkerville under license !—No, I think not for sobriety and law-abiding citizens. 

5616a. Your experience of Essex Centre was that under a local prohibitory law 
there was a lot of low drinking carried on /—Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5617a. Have you a temperance society in this town!—We are all temperance 
people here. 

5618a. I mean is there any temperance organization ?—No ; not that I am aware 
of. 

5619a. There are churches here ?—Yes, two churches. 

5620a. What denomination are they /—Methodist and Episcopalian. 

5621la. Do the churches teach temperance !—I think so. 

5622a. I have heard that question asked a good many times—whether the churches 
exercised their influence in that direction. You only think they do, you are not sure ? 
—Well, it is a characteristic of churches generally. I do not attend church in Walker- 
ville, I attend church in Windsor. If you examine the books of the Police Magistrate 
in almost any town. you will find they have more drunkenness and more disorder than 
we have in Walkerville. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5623a. You would not argue, would you, that the presence of a distillery here pro- 
motes temperance ?—No, I would not argue that; but I think the manner in which 
the business is carried on here has a tendency to discourage drunkenness. 

5624a. It is not an incentive to drunkenness at any rate ?—No. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


5625a. I suppose the distillery proprietors would be opposed to the establishment 
of more saloons here !—I could not say ; I never consulted them in the matter. I only 
speak my own view as Mayor of the town. I have had very little conversation with the 
proprietors of the distillery. 

5626a. Have you been Mayor from the start ?—No, only from January. 

5627a. Who was your predecessor !/—Mr. Walker, of late years. 


THOMAS SMITH. 


_ ai ~~ 
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LUC MONTREUIL, of Walkerville, Grape Grower, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


5628a. Where do you reside ?—My post office is Walkerville, but I reside in the 
township of Sandwich, East. 

5629a. How long have you been engaged in grape growing !—About 15 years. 

5630a. Have you any knowledge of the manufacture of what is called native wine? 
—Yes, I have been engaged in that business for about 10 years. 

563la. What kinds of wine do you make?—We make claret and white wine. 

5632a. What is the difference between claret and white wine?—One is white and 
the other is red. 

5633a. Does that depend upon the kind of grape that it is made from ?—No, it de- 
pends on the way it is made. It is according to the trade. 

5634a. What makes the difference between sweet and sour !—The sweet has more 
sugar in it. 

5635a. Which wine of the two has the less spirit?—The wine without sugar has 
less. 

5636a. The sugar produces a certain amount of spirit !—Yes. 

5637a. Can you tell us what percentage of alcohol there is in it ?—We had some 
distilled that showed nine per cent, so I am told, I have nothing to prove it. 

5638a. You cannot tell of yourself very well?—No, but that is what I under- 
stood. : 

5639a. How many gallons do you produce a year!—On the average about 2,000 
gallons a year. 

5640a. What would be the value of that per gallon when sold?—It is retailed at 
about $1 a gallon—the wholesale price is less. In retailing we have to take account of 
the losses of kegs and bottles. 

564la. Are there many of these vineyards in the county /—A great many. The 
industry is increasing very rapidly. 

5642a. Is there much wine being made in the county ?—They make large quanti- 
ties in Sandwich and Pelee Islands. 

5643a,. Are there many farmers making wine for their own use /—A great many. 
Most of them have wine in their own cellars made by themselves. 

5644a. Is there much cider made about here !—Not nearly so much as there used to 
be. 

5645a. Has wine taken the place of cider with the farmers !—They do not raise so 
many cider apples as formerly, they raise small winter apples. 

5646a. In case of a law being passed to prohibit the manufacture of wine, would 
you be affected injuriously by it?-—Yes. But in any case, the grapes will have to be 
turned into wine, the growing of grapes has increased so rapidly for the last two or 
three years. 

5647a. Then if a prohibitory law were passed, there would be a loss to the farmers 
who raise the grapes and to those who make the wine, unless they received pay for their 
loss /—It would stop the growing of grapes. The grapes are so cheap now that people 
are more and. more turning them into wine. I have sold grapes as low as $18 a ton 
this year ; we could not get a cent a pound for them. A man bought 75 tons which he 
sent to Montreal a little while ago ; he says he bought for $18 or $20. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 
5648a. Do you pay any tax to the Government for producing and selling this wine 
like the distiller or the brewer /—No. 
By Judge McDonald : 


-5649a. You can drink it yourself, I suppose, but you cannot retail it?—We can 
sell it in two bottles or a gallon provided it is not consumed on the premises. 
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By kev. Dr. McLeod: 
5650a. The Government does not get any revenue from this /—No. 


By Judge McDonald : 


565la. You could consume it all here by using it yourself !—I cannot sell it to be 
consumed on the premises. We sold in quantities of two bottles to be drunk on the 
premises, without paying a license, but the tavern keepers were jealous and made a row. 


The Commission adjourned. 


Luc MontrevuiL 
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WINDSOR, October 12th, 1893. 
The Royal Commission met in the Town Hall, at 10 o’clock, a.m. 
Present : 
JupGe McDona.p. Mr. E. F. Crarke. 


ELIAS WILLS, of Windsor, Chief of Police, recalled. 
By Mr. Clarke : 


5652a. You said the practice of the police was not to arrest men who were drunk on 
the streets unless they were making disorder !—It is the practice to arrest them if they 
are incapable, but not otherwise, unless we think it is for their benefit. 

5653a. What percentage of those who are arrested for drunkenness, are residents 
of Windsor ?—I should judge about 85 per cent, and the other 15 per cent would be 
strangers. 

5654a. I was given to understand that two-thirds of those who were arrested here 
for drunkenness were strangers from across the river ?—No, I think 15 per cent would 
cover that class. 


WILLIAM C. McCUAIG, of Windsor, Secretary of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


5655a. How long have you lived here ?—About 18 months. 

5656a. Is your whole time given up to the work of the secretaryship /—Yes. 

5657a. Where did you live previously /—In Toronto. 

5658a. Have you ever lived where there was a prohibitory law in force !—Never. 

5659a. Since you have lived in Windsor, have you been brought much in contact 
with the people —With the young men in particular. 

5660a. How do you find Windsor as a town for sobriety /—Well, speaking from 
my own experience, I think I was never in a town where there was more drunkenness 
and a more general use of liquor than in Windsor. 

5661la. Do you see much drunkenness on the street /—Not a great deal on the street, 
but there is a great deal of drinking going on. 

5662a. Drinking to what is usually called excess ?—I believe a great deal of it. 

5663a. Among what class of people?—I am brought more particularly in contact 
with the young men, and so I have to speak chiefly with reference to them. I finda 
great many young men addicted to drink. 

5664a. To such an extent as to affect them injuriously !— Yes. 

5665a. I suppose that, in occupying the position you do, you are brought in contact 
with these young men, in trying to keep them from intemperate habits ?—Yes. 

5666a. How do you account for there being so much of that sort of thing in Wind- 
sor, more of it than you have seen in any other place !—I fancy that in Windsor there 
are a larger number of young men than you will generally find in a town of this size, 
owing to its being so near Detroit, and for that reason I fancy that the moral tone, 
which is not high, is very largely modified by the tone across the river. 

5667a. You think the proximity of a large city like Detroit has an influence upon 
the state of things in Windsor ?—I believe it has some influence. 
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5668a. Do you think there are more licensed hotels in Windsor than are necessary 
for the travelling public ?—I believe so. 

5669a. From your experience with young men, do you believe that the multiplica- 
tion of drinking places in a community increases the temptation /—I think so. 

5670a. Do you find that young men are apt to loiter about these places, or sit in 
them doing nothing ?—I find in going amongst young men that a very large number of 
them make these saloons their stopping places. They hang around them all the evening 
and around the corners. 

5671a. Do you believe that the diminution of the number of drinking places would 
stop the amount of loafing that goes on!—I believe it would stop a great deal of the 
loafing. 

5672a. Now is there any statement you would like to make to us in regard to this 
question, as a result of your experience !—I have not been able to give this subject a very 
close consideration, but speaking at random, and as you might say, on the spur of the 
moment, I do think, in fact I am sure, that the greatest evil we have to contend with in 
our association work, and that which is perhaps greater than all the others put alto- 
gether, is the liquor traffic. We find that it is exerting on young mena most pernicious 
influence, and so far as I myself have been able to see, it is the worst evil that exists in 
this town. More than that, I have felt myself lately that the young men have not been 
protected as they might be and as they should be in this town. 

5673a. In what way ?—In regard to saloons selling during prohibited hours. I do 
not think myself that it is owing to a lack of care or attention on the part of the off- 
cers, but yet the fact remains that the saloons are open on Sundays and on Saturday 
evenings. I have had young men coming to me in the association rooms, young men who 
are addicted to drink, and they have told me that even on Saturday nights and on Sun- 
days they have liquor almost placed before them, just as on any other day ; and they are 
trying, as far as possible, to keep away from these places. Indeed, in going about our 
work, on Sunday, I have sometimes seen more drunkenness on the streets than, perhaps, 
on any other day of the week. 

5674a. Have you called the attention of the police to this state of thing ?—T have 
not. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5675-6a. Is the sale on Saturday night and Sunday general in all the places?—I think 
it is pretty general, judging not only from what I myself see, but from what some of the 
young men have told me. 

5677a. Have the executive board of your association drawn the attention of the 
police or of the City Council to this state of affairs ?—They have done nothing. 

5678a. If the attention of the authorities were pointedly drawn to this condition 
of things, would it not be in the interest of temperance !—I think it would. 

567 9a. Regarding the number of these saloons which place temptations in the way 
of young men, have you made any efforts to have them reduced, or to reduce the number 
of hotels and drinking places /—Since I have been in Windsor, my time has been largely 
taken up with extra and special work which I had on hand ; so that really I have given 
very little attention to the question of reducing the number. From conversation with 
individuals who are in a position to know, I think there are places which should not be 
licensed. There are some whose licenses should be taken away from them. 

5680a. If an unnecessarily large number of licensed places place temptation in the 
way of young men and afford facilities for drinking, and if it is desirable to reduce those 
facilities, surely an effort ought to be made to arouse public opinion and bring it to bear 
upon the Council and upon the License Commissioners. Are there any temperance 
societies here /—I believe there are one or two. 

568la. Have they not been moving in the direction of getting the number of licenses 
reduced ?—So far as I know, there has been only one temperance society at work for any 
length of time, but they have not taken any active step, no agressive step. 

5682a. Do you know anything about the state of things on the other side of the 
river /—Not very much. 

Wiuuiam C. McCuaic, 
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5683a. Do you attribute the condition that exists on this side to proximity to 
Detroit !—To a certain extent, for the reason that on Sunday, in particular, I believe a 
large number of young men come over from Detroit to Windsor and drink here. 

5684a. Can they not get liquor on the other side ?—They can, and yet for some 
reason they come over here to spend the afternoon on Sundays. During the week we 
have young men from Detroit coming over here just to spend their afternoon. It seems 
that they have greater freedom over here than they have even in Detroit. 

5685a. Have you anything further you wish to say ?—As to taking steps to close 
some of these places, not only have I not had time to do anything in that way, but 
another reason has been that I have not had any support from the association, for the 
simple reason that a number of the members think that it is not the work of the asso- 
ciation, that it would be injurious to the interests of the association to take any such 
step in this town; so that I have not had the support of those from whom I would 
naturally look for support in such a work. So that I have really felt that I myself 
would have to do the whole thing singlehanded. 

5686a. To what do you attribute this feeling among the members? Are they afraid 
of stirring up opposition—I think that is very largely the reason. One gentleman said 
to me a short time ago, that while he would be glad to see something done, he was very 
anxious that nothing should be said and nothing should be done that would arouse any 
ill-feeling on the part of the liquor dealers, or that would cause them to feel that we 
were on bad terms with them. I believe that feeling is shared by a large proportion of 
the business men in town. 

5687a. Who are identified with the Young Men’s Christian Association? Are the 
members of the Y.M.C.A. under the impression that by letting these things rest, they 
are protecting their own business interests! Is there a truce between them and the 
rum-sellers /—I don’t know that there is anything of that kind, and yet from what I 
have heard I believe they are largely afraid of hurting their own material interests. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5688a. We were told yesterday that the charitable work of the city is handed over 
to acommittee of ladies that exists here /—Yes. 

5689a. Do you know anything about that society ?—Not much. Its work is not 
run in connection with the Young Men’s Christian Association. 

5690a. Do you know if this ladies’ society takes any part in promoting temperance 
work ?—I think they come in contact more particularly with poor people. 

5691la. Then it may not be called a society for the promotion of total abstinence ? 
—TI think not, nor for the promotion of prohibitory principles. 


Jupee McDONALD: The sitting of the Commission in this city is now closed. 


The Commission then adjourned. 
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LONDON, Ont., October 13th, 1893. 
The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic met at 10 a.m. 
Present : 
JupGeE McDonatp. ‘ Mr. E. F. Ciarke. 


Jupge McDONALD—tThe sitting of the Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic 
is now open in this city. I have to explain the absence of some members of the Com- 
mission. The Chairman, Sir Joseph Hickson, having just returned from Europe, is not 
yet able to be with us. The Rev. Dr. McLeod, who was with us at Windsor, the last place 
we visited, has been called away on business of importance in the Province of New 
Brunswick. Mr. Gigault we hope may yet join us in this city. 

The Secretary then read the various matters to be inquired into, as set forth in the 
Commission. 


EMMANUEL T. ESSERY, of London, Mayor, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald ; 


5692a. You reside in the city of London ’—Yes. 

5693a. How long have you resided here !—I have grown up here. 

5694a. You are Mayor of the city this year !—I am. 

5695a. Were you Mayor previously !—No. I have never been in the Council until 
the present year ; but I have been Water Commissioner and Chairman of the Water 
Commission of the city of London, elected by popular vote. 

5696a. Can you tell us what the population of your city is in round numbers ?— 
Somewhere about 36,000, I think. 

5697a. Is it an orderly and law-abiding community !—Yes. 

5698. You are also a Police Commissioner under the Act?—Yes. Chairman of 
the Police Commission. 

5699a. How large a police force have you in the city of London ?—I think from 28 
to 30 men altogether. 

5700a. Do you know how many licensed places there are in the city ?—I do not, 
but I will get you the information. 

570la. Have you many industrial establishments in London ?—Quite a number. 

5702a. Could you name some of them ?—The Grand Trunk Car Works, large furni- 
ture establishments on King street, belonging to the London Furniture Company and to 
Messrs. Ferguson & Sons, iron or machine works of William Yates, and Stevens & 
Burns, and quite a number of manufacturing establishments. 

5703a. We understand there are some establishments here engaged in the liquor 
manufacture /—Yes, we have two breweries that are largely known all over the country. 

5704a, Have you any distilleries in London ?—No, there is no distillery in London. 

5705a. Do you know the class of men employed in these manufacturing establish- 
ments? Are many of them foreigners?—No, not somany as you would find in some 
cities. They are mostly old country people and descendants of old country people— 
English, Irish, Scotch, Welsh, and some foreigners—Germans, Italians and different 
other nationalities. 

EmMANvuEL T. Essery. 
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5706a. Are the class of people engaged in the factories a sober and industrious 
people /—Taking them as a whole, they are as sober and industrious as any other body 
of men in the country—a very creditable lot of men. 

5707a. Do you believe the number of licensed houses in this city is in excess of the 
requirements of the people !—I believe we could do with less licenses than we have. In 
fact, I am a prohibitionist, and I may as well acknowledge it. 

5708a. You are a prohibitionist in principle ?—Yes. 

5709a. You are opposed to the licensing of the traffic altogether !—I am opposed to 
the licensing of the trafic altogether, simply because I believe that alcohol should be 
used for manufacturing, for the fine arts and for medicinal purposes, but that it should 
not be sold in the manner in which it is over the counter; that it should be dealt 
with similarly to certain articles in the drug stores—used where it is beneficial, and that 
the public should not have the full use of it. 

5710a. Would you favour, the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Domi- 
nion, so far as intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes are concerned ?—I would, because 
I believe it would be in the interest of the whole Dominion. 

571la. You would prohibit the importation, manufacture and sale except for the 
purposes you mention !—Except for the arts and manufactures. 

5712a. And sacramental purposes!—And medicinal purposes. I do not go so far 
as to say if a doctor ordered me liquor, I would not take it under his instructions. But, 
outside of that, I do not think it should be used as it is. 

5713a. In case of the enactment of such a law for the whole Dominion, to what au- 
thority would you commit the enforcement of it !—To both the Provincial and Dominion 
authorities. I think if the Dominion Government makes it a law, the Provincial Gover- 
ments should assist to carry it out. But all officers who obtain public pay and perform 
public duties should see that the law is carried out, in this case the same as they would in 
any other. 

5714a. It is said that the revenue received by the Dominion at the present time from 
this source is some six or seven million dollars. How do you propose to provide for 
that revenue !—I admit that the revenue would have to be raised in other ways; but I 
believe that if it came to direct taxation itself, it would be better for the people to raise 
that amount by direct taxation than that there should be the want and the destitution 
that follows as the result of that traffic. 

5715a. And the same remark would apply, I suppose, to the revenues derived by 
the provinces and the municipalities !/—Yes. If prohibition comes, the men who advocate 
it ought to be ready to shoulder the responsibility, and I am prepared to do that now. 

5716a. In case of enactment would you deem it right that brewers and distillers 
should be remunerated for their plant and machinery that would be rendered useless?— 
No, for the reason that all laws are prohibitory laws. Every law that has been made, 
from the Ten Commandments down, is a prohibitory law, and affects some person or some 
property ; and the men who have engaged in that business have engaged in it as the 
rest of us have done in the business in which we are engaged, taking their chances for 
the future. 

5717a. How would you provide for the production of the liquor to be used for the 
exceptional purposes you have named—medicinal, mechanical and sacramental !—I believe 
that production should be under State management, for this reason : first, that the Go- _ 
vernment would get the profit derived from it ; and secondly, that the people would get 
a pure article. 

5718a. Have you any vine or wine industries in this section of the Province !—No. 

5719a. We found some in the county of Essex: are there any nearer than that ? 
—Yes, there is the Niagara district. We have small vineyards in our neighbourhood, 
where good grapes are grown. 

5720a. We have learned that in the county of Essex a great many farmers now 
manufacture wine in their own houses for their own use. Would you carry the provi- 
sions of the prohibitory law, which you favour, so far as to prevent private manufacture 
of that kind ?—So far as that is concerned, private manufacture of light wines would 
be much preferable to the present way of manufacture: but there is no question about 
it, that if you have a prohibitory law you will have to draw the line straight. But there 
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is no reason why those people could not manufacture for their own use. If we got down 
that far, I think we would be pretty well satisfied. 

5721a. You would not hope to interfere, with that kind of manufacture !/—I would 
not interfere with a man manufacturing what he chose for his own purpose in his own 
houses ; but if he went outside of that and broke the prohibitory law, then he should be 
treated the same as any other criminal. 

5722a. Would you have that law so strict as to prevent private individuals importimg 
liquor for their own use ?—Well, my theory is that the Government should manufacture 
what was required for the purposes I mentioned. 

5723a. I mean persons importing for their own use for beverage purposes /—The 
trouble of that would be simply this, that you would open the road to an illicit traffic, 
and I would go so far as to insist in prohibiting it being imported in that way. 

5724a. Do you know any country in the world in which such a law as you speak 
of is in force ?—I do not ; but I know, as a lawyer and a man, that any law could be en- 
forced in this country if officials desire that it should be enforced—that the same enfor- 
cement of that law could be made as of any other. The criminal laws are broken, and so 
would this be, but no more and no less, unless the parties enforcing the law connived at 
its being done. 

5725a. Do you think the state of public sentiment in a community for or against a 
law has to do with its successful enforcement !—I believe the state of public sentiment 
has something to do with the enforcement of any law ; that is, the best sentiment of the 
country, and it is growing that way every day ; and I believe the prohibition law could 
be enforced just as easily as any other law, and it would be liable to be broken just as 
any other law is. 

5726a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law ‘—The 
only experience I have had of the working of a law tending towards prohibition was 
that of the Scott Act. 

5727a. What experience did you have of the working of it 1—The only experience 
was the experience of actual observation. 

5728a. In what county ?—In the county of Middlesex. 

5729a. How did it work ?—It worked just in this way, that those who had been 
deprived of licenses were always crying that more liquor was sold during the time the 
Act was in force than when it was not. But what bothered me was that they were 
never satisfied with that law, and were always trying to evade it when they could. But 
I believe the working of that law taught the people of this country that a prohibitory 
law could be worked as well as any other. It was not worked as well as it might have 
been, but that was because local officers and magistrates forgot their oaths on some 
occasions. ; 

5730a. How do you account for the fact that in the county of Middlesex the Act 
was carried in 1885 by a majority of 3,375, and was repealed in 1889 by a majority of 
2,536 7—I will account for itin this way. The city of London is so situated that you 
can reach it from any part of the county, and if anybody desired to obtain liquor they 
had simply to come to the city of London and visit a neighbouring tavern where they 
could get and take home with them what they wanted ; so that the county of Middlesex 
understood that as long as the city of London was selling liquor, there would always be 
a divided opinion. 

5731la. Did that state of things exist when the law was passed ?—That state of 
things existed before the law was passed and existed while it was in operation. 

5732a. You think the law was beneficial ?—I think the Scott Act was a beneficial 
law. 

5733a. How do you account then, for the people repealing it by so large a majority 
after having adopted it three years previously by an equal or greater majority ?—I have 
accounted for it by showing you that the city of London is in the centre of the different 
townships that comprise the county of Middlesex, that is, it is within a few miles of any 
township of the county, and while the city of London could sell liquor the law could 
not be enforced in the same way that it could if the whole county was under the law. 

734a. What is puzzling is this, that if the beneficial effects of the Act were such 
as you speak of, notwithstanding London being here, why did the people repeal it ?— 
EmMaANvEL T. Essery. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. ool 


That can be only answered in this way: why do people on different occasions in every 
county sometimes stand up for a law, and then repeal it, 

5735a. How about a general prohibitory law /—The same thing might happen. A 
general prohibitory law will never be passed until the people insist on their representa- 
tives in Parliament passing a law of that kind, and if the people choose at some future 
time to send representatives pledged to repeal it, that will be simply what has happened 
over and over again in the history of other countries as well as our own. It is as you 
say a puzzling and perplexing question, and the greatest question the people of this 
country have to meet to-day, and a good deal may be said on both sides of it. 

5736a. Taking the County of Middlesex as you know it under the Scott Act and as 
you know it to-day, was there a better state of things then than there is now ?—I be- 
lieve there was a less. sale of liquor, and I believe the less the sale of liquor the better 
the state of things. 

57370. Have you any reason to believe that the liquor that was sold in the county 
when the Scott Act was in force was of a poor character !—I do not think it would be, 
and I cannot say that it would not, because I had no experience whatever. I have never 
seen any of it. 

5738a. We have been told that where such a law is in force malt liquors, being 
bulky, are not so apt to be in the hands of dealers as spirituous liquors /—Yes ; but you 
understand that those who are opposed to any principle are always ready to make any 
excuse. I have heard that often, and have never believed it, and do not believe it 
now. 

5739a. Do you believe that those who sold in the county sold ales as much as they 
did spirituous liquors ?—I do not say what they sold because I do not know ; but I be- 
lieve that the effect of the passage of the Scott Act in the County of Middlesex was the 
suppression of the sale of liquor, and the very fact that it was re-established shows that 
those who were in the liquor traffic and who were suppressed in the matter of licenses, 
are not complaining that since the Act was repealed they are doing worse than they were 
before. 

5740a. Did they make a complaint during the time the Act was in force ?—There 
were always complaints made by them during the time the Act was in force—first, of 
the interfering with personal liberty and not being a proper law, and that as much 
liquor was sold, and more than before. If that was a fact, why would those men who 
were selling more liquor and not paying a license want to repeal it in order that there 
would be less sale and less profit. 

5741a. At the sitting of the Commission at Brockville, Mr. Labatt and Mr. Me- 
Carthy each swore to having made larger sales during the Scott Act period, but they 
said the axe was always hanging over their heads because the sales were not under the 
protection of the law, and one of them added that oftentimes men who had bought re- 
pudiated the contract and would not pay because it had been made under the Scott Act, 
so that they would prefer smaller sales and run no risks /—And yet both of those gentle- 
men know that when the Scott Act was not in force liquor sellers repudiated contracts 
they had with them. There is not a brewer or distiller in Canada who does not know 
that there are suits in every business arising out of men repudiating accounts. That is 
common under any system. 

5742a. Have you much poverty in the city of London !—For a city of our size, we 
are in a very good condition. We have some cases of poverty here, I am sorry to say, 
but comparing ourselves with other cities, either on this side of the line or the other, I 
think we stand A 1. 

5743a. Taking the poverty you have as you know it, can it to any extent be traced 
to intemperate habits on the part of the people who are affected ?—From my personal 
knowledge of the city of London, I regret to say that it can, and can in most cases. 

5744a. Being a lawyer, I suppose you are not able to say whether those engaged in 
manufactures are affected to any extent by the traffic ?—No, I am not able to say that 
from my own personal knowledge ; but I do know that complaints have often been made 
by manufacturers of the fact that they have lost time and money by their men getting 
drunk, while I have never heard a complaint that any of them had lost money by their 
men remaining sober. 
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5745a. Can you suggest any amendments to the Scott Act that would make it more 
efficient ?—The only amendment I could suggest to the Scott Act is that the Scott Act 
be repealed entirely, and a prohibitory law be passed instead. 

5746a. In case a prohibitory law is not passed, would you leave the Scott Act as it 
is?—-No. But I believe there is only one way by which you can restrict the liquor traf- 
fic, and that is by a prohibitory law. The Scott Act could be amended, I believe, and 
improved materially. The exact details I would not be prepared to give now; but I 
am prepared to say this, that no laws that have been passed have in my opinion been 
made so faulty and so leaky as laws affecting the liquor traffic, and that is not because 
the men who prepare them endeavour to make them so, but because the opponents of 
liquor laws are always prepared to cut off a bit here and a bit there, and for that reason 
the Government of the day are not able to make it as effective as they might. 

5747a. Have you found that the license law of the Province has been improved 
from time to time ?—Yes. 

57480. Has not every amendment made in the last few years had a tendency to 
make the working of the law better!—Yes, every tendency has-been to make the law 
work better. The only question is as to its being carried out. There are taverns in the 
city of London where sometimes a man and his wife going to church on Sunday have to 
pass between a row of men standing on the outside of the sidewalk, while in other 
neighbourhoods there is not anything of the kind. That is the working of the law. 

5749a. How do you account for that /—I account for it in this way, that there are 
good and bad in every trade and calling, and there are some men who defy the law no 
matter what trade they follow. 

5750a. Are those men punished who allow men about their places on Sunday ?— 
They are punished sometimes, but sometimes they furnish evidence that allows them to 
go unpunished. 

575la. Do those men get licenses year after year!—They get licenses when they 
want them, and some of those at whose places you will find the biggest crowd on Satur- 
day night and Sunday are the people who are surest of getting licenses. 

575 2a. How do you account for that ?—I account for it in this way, that there are 
some people who are in their favour politically, and some who are in their favour religi- 
ously, and between the two they get the license. 

5753a. Is there not a mode provided in the Act of getting up petitions against the 
continuance of these licenses !—Yes, there is a mode provided for that, but you know 
the position of men who get up petitions, and what they have got to fight. They have 
oftentimes got to fight the authorities, simply because the authorities have got the idea 
that they are doing the best they can, and no doubt in a great many cases they are try- 
ing to do the best they can. 

5754a. Do you find a class of people in the community who, while favourable to 
temperance, desire to let things run along easily and smoothly /—Yes, there are that 
class in every community. There are people who profess temperance principles, who are 
ready to go for everything at the time; but when it comes down to placing a vote in 
that way, they do not get up as early in the morning as when they talked about it 
before. 

5755a. Are there any suggestions you can make !—The only suggestion I could make 
would be simply this, that no licenses should be issued to men who break the law or 
defy the law, and that the Act should be amended in such a way that those who are 
convicted three or four times should be deprived of their licenses for five years. 

5756a. Is there not a provision about men being deprived of their licenses after 
three convictions ’—There is such a provision ; but the trouble, I find, is that the convic- 
tion is made three times or more, and that the license is issued the same as before. 

5757a. Has there been a reduction in the number of licenses in this city ?—There 
has. 

5758a. To what extent /—They have been reduced, I fancy, about a half. 

tO: What is the result of that reduction ?—It has been beneficial. 

5760a. Did you find that the places you spoke of were cut off?—Not always. I 
hold that if a man has a hotel and is furnishing the travelling public with every accom- 
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modation, and there is a corner grocery where the sale of liquor is the most profitable 
part of the business, and one of them has to go, that corner grocery should go. I find 
that good houses in the town here, kept by very decent men, have had to go, and the 
corner grocery still remains. My idea is that when you start to reduce, you should 
concentrate among the men who keep large hotels. There is a better chance of people 
who want liquor getting first class hquor from a man in a big establishment than from 
a man who keeps a grocery on the outskirts of the town. 

5761la. Would you expect better order maintained also?—Yes, because the police 
would have better surveillance of the place, and the man or woman who kept the place 
would be better than the keepers of those corner groceries, who change from year to year. 

5762a. And with the travelling public staying at the hotels?—Yes. My position 
is not against the men. They are engaged in a lawful business, and while they are they 
have a right to be placed beside any one engaged in any other lawful business. It is 
simply the traffic I am speaking of, and the men who keep the leading hotels here are 
men fit to occupy any position in life. 

5763a. How do you account, then, for the places that do not observe the law get- 
ting licenses, and those who do, not getting them ?—While the traftic is under political 
control, Governments are like individuals—they have to look after themselves, and 
‘sometimes, in order to save a friend, a good man has to godown. We might as well 
meet it squarely, and that is my opinion. 

5764a. Have you many places in the city that have not the accommodation for 
travellers ?—Very few—TI think not more than five or six. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5765a. Is there any reason why these drinking saloons pure and simple should con- 
tinue to be licensed?—There is no more reason why the saloon as a drinking saloon 
should be licensed than the corner grocery. 

5766a. If it were a question whether to abolish the saloon or the hotel bar, which 
would you prefer abolishing /—The saloon by all means, because the hotel is a necessity, 
whether a license is issued in connection with it or not; and if the licenses are to be re- 
tained, they are better given to the hotels, because a man who keeps a hotel has much 
more invested than the man who simply keeps a drinking saloon, and he is more likely 
to furnish a better class of liquor. He would also be more likely to observe the law 
and he would be better under police surveillance. 

5767a. The view has been presented that young men go to hotels ostensibly to see 
friends or cali on travellers, but in reality to frequent the bar or the billiard room, and 
that they are not under the same public surveillance while there that they would be in 
a saloon ?—That may be true: J cannot tell you whether it is or not. But I believe 
the hotel bars in the city of London are just as public as the saloon bars, and are run in 
the same way. They are not as public as they used to be, when they were within the 
front window, yet I believe the hotel bars of the city of London are as well kept as the 
hotel bars in any other place or by any other class of men. I am talking now simply 
from what I have seen and know. Iam notin the habit of going to these places. 
Sometimes I go to hotels to meet friends on business. We have also saloon-keepers 
who are never brought up before the police court, men who obey the law. 

5768a. Have you had any trouble in regard to the sale to minors ?—There is some 
trouble here with the sale to minors wherever the corner grocery exists. The people who 
keep these places are endeavouring to sell all they can, and I have seen children who have 
purchased or carried away liquor from these places, but not to any great extent. I be- 
lieve the city of London stands as well as any other city on this continent, from what I 
have read and heard. 

5769a. Have you reason to believe there is much unlicensed sale in London ?— 
There are places in London, as in other cities, where they do not have licenses, and where 
they sell. 

5770a. Have the hours of sale been shortened in the city recently /—Yes, the hours 
of sale were shortened to ten o’clock. They were formerly eleven o'clock ; then they 


went up to twelve, and then they were reduced to ten. 
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5771a. What effect has the shortening of the hours had upon the traffic /—It has 
had this effect, that the trattic is cut off that much earlier, and those who frequent the 
bars to drink have that much more time to get home than they otherwise would. 

5772a. Are we to infer from your remarks about the Scott Act that it was not 
workable, or at any rate that it did not work ?—It worked, I believe, to advantage, but 
it did not work to the advantage it would have done if it had been more complete than 
it was, 

5773a. Is the view general in the county of Middlesex that the working of the Act 
was beneficial !—The people admit that the law was fairly successful; I believe the 
majority are of that opinion. There are people who would never be satisfied with the 
Scott Act or prohibition or any other law affecting the trattic, and these always point 
out that there was more liquor sold and more drunkenness, for the simple reason that 
where one man gets drunk during the existence of the Scott Act, he is noticed by every- 
one in the neighbourhood, whereas if he gets drunk when there are licenses he is not 
noticed so much. 

5774a. I think you said that the officials were derelict in their duty in regard to 
enforcing the Act?—What I say is that the officials themselves are in the habit of 
stating that the law cannot be carried out because public opinion is against them. 

5775a. In this case there was a majority in favour of the Act when it was adopted 
of 3,375, which was a larger one than all the votes cast against the coming into operation ; 
so that public opinion was overwhelmingly in their favour ?—I know it was; but there 
are constables and magistrates in the county of Middlesex who made the statement that 
the law could not be worked because public opinion was against it. The position I take 
is that if, instead of making this statement, they had simply endeavoured to enforce the 
law, they would have been much better engaged. If those in authority give the public 
to understand that they are not on the side of enforcement—and that is what it meant— 
then the public are more liable to take a view of opposition to the law than they other- 
wise would. 

5776a. But if the vote that was taken on the Act is to be given any value at all, 
public opinion was overwhelmingly in favour of the Scott Act ’—Yes, it was, and I have 
given you the reason why I believe the change of opinion took place afterwards. There 
were a lot of people who voted and worked for the Act on the first occasion, who said : 
“Well, the Act is better than nothing, it is better than the liquor traffic ; but we sup- 
posed that the city of London was going to pass the Act too, and it has not passed it, 
and therefore the city of London gets the advantage of the liquor trattc and the license 
fees, while we get no advantage of that kind ; the city of London is where the residents 
of the county go for marketing and other purposes, and while the sale goes on there the 
law cannot be enforced.” 

5777a. And so they repealed the Act because the city of London did not adopt it, 
and because the trade went into the city of London !—I will not say that ; but I do say 
that I have heard prominent men who I believe voted and worked for the Scott Act, say 
that we were getting the benefit of the trade—that our taverns and saloons were getting 
the benefit that their taverns lost, while their townships were not getting the share of 
license fund that they otherwise would get. I do not say they repealed it on that account, 
but that was the argument used in favour of repeal. 

5778a. Was there any other argument /—Yes, there was the argument I mentioned 
before, that the men opposed to the Act were always pointing out that more liquor was 
being sold and no license fees being got for it. 

5779a. That is a difficulty that would be found in the case of every prohibitory 
law !—Certainly. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5780a. Was there this feeling, that people coming to London to buy liquor would 

at the same time do their trading here!—Yes, that was talked of too. Iam trying to 

give you what other people have said. For instance, men have said that the country 

storekeeper’s business was not so prosperous because the liquor places were cut off in the 

villages. I am only giving you what I heard. That was the argument used. As long as 
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liquor can be got, there are men who will get it: natural appetite, natural craving. 
Then, there is a social aspect to the liquor traffic. The good old days when everybody 
sat around the table, and all people were hail fellows well met, have not died out yet. 
The younger portion of the community are against that. The older portion are giving 
way ; but, like every other habit, that is deeply seated, it goes out only at the point of 
the bayonet. 

5781-2a. Do you find that a wonderful improvement has taken place in the habits of 
the people, say in the last twenty years !—Well, I believe we are getting better all the 
time. 

5783a. Do you find that the influence of the temperance societies and the churches 
have accomplished a great deal in that time !—Yes, and as wealth increases and the 
country grows older, our people fall back on other things that the older people had not. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5784a. Would you permit the owners of vineyards to make intoxicating wine for 
their own use !—No. 

5785a. Would you permit farmers to brew ale for their own use ?—The question 
was asked by His Honour if I would object to a man who had a vineyard manufacturing 
for his own purpose. I said I would not object to his manufacturing for his family use 
if he saw fit; but if he broke the law and sold to anybody else, he should be treated as 
any other criminal. 

5786a. But still you would allow him to supply his family and himself with any- 
thing they required ?—I would allow a man to supply himself with any article he required 
from anything he grew, provided he did not break the law. 

5787a. What would you do with the man who does not grow things—would you 
not allow him to buy from the farmer ?—What I say is simply this, that if a man 
chooses to use anything he grows on his own place, as long as he kept it in his own house, 
that would be all right. But the trouble of allowing that kind of thing is that when 
you make that allowance there are so many chances of breaking the law that the proper 
way would be not to allow any one to manufacture except the Government. There would 
be some trouble about allowing a farmer to manufacture. Suppose a man kept a vine- 
yard and he were allowed to manufacture wine. We might as well say, we will do away 
with the license law, and let everybody manufacture where and when they please, 
because every man endeavours to make as much as he can out of his product, and if he 
went that far we would not be better off than we are to-day. 

5788a. Would not that be the practical effect of prohibition, unless you prohibited 
people making wine and cider for their own use /—There is only one way to have prohi- 
bition, and that is to prohibit it everywhere. But you asked me if I would allow that, 
and I said that would be much better than to have the law as it is now, and treat every 
man who broke the law as you do a man who breaks any law. 

5789a. I understand that you would favour every and any means that would reduce 
the traffic ?—Yes, but I believe there is no way in which the liquor traffic can be con- 
trolled except by total prohibition, and the manufacture by the Government of the day 
—that would be the Government of the Dominion, I should say. But the prohibitory 
law would be like any other law: it would be enforced as far as it could be enforced, 
and it would be broken by men who break other laws. 

5790a. During the Scott Act period had you professionally anything to do with 
prosecuting or defending cases In connection with it?—I had. I had one defence. As 
a general rule, men would not come to me to defend them under the Scott Act. 

57910. Was there much perjury in those Scott Act cases ’—No more, I think, than 
there would be in any other case. No more than there is now under the license law, I 
think. Men get prejudices, and sometimes a man who does not intend to commit per- 
jury really commits it, as far as he is concerned. He may make statements believing 
they are all right, from his ideas, and we might believe them also; but I do not believe 
there would be any more perjury under the Scott Act than under any other law. 

5792a. I think you said it would be possible to enforce a prohibitory law ?—Yes. 
That is, there never has yet been a law that IT have heard of that has not been broken, 
and the prohibitory law would be broken just as our other laws are to-day. But I think 
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a prohibitory law could be enforced the same as any other law, if the officers in charge of 
the law were to do as much in its favour as they would do in favour of the other laws. 

5793a. You saw the difficulties in the way of the enforcement of the law in Middle- 
sex In consequence of the proximity of the city of London !—That did not interfere with 
the enforcement of the law in Middlesex. It only gave a chance to those opposed to 
the Scott Act in Middlesex to point out that the Scott Act was not being and could not 
be carried out as intended, because liquor was being sold in London. 

5794a, What would be your idea, in view of the frontier extending for thousands 
of miles, of the probability of liquor being brought in clandestinely, unless it was pro- 
hibited by the country to the south of us !—I believe if we had a prohibitory law, there 
would be the same attempts to defeat it as we have had to defeat the Scott Act or the 
license law. J admit that there would be men ready and willing to sell liquor under 
prohibition as there were under the Scott Act. 


by Judge McDonald : 


5795a. In the enforcement of the Scott Act in the county, did you find that 
increased penalties were imposed on people who were convicted more than once /—There 
were, sometimes increased penalties imposed. From my observation and from reading 
the newspapers, I believe that the Scott Act enforcement was better than the License 
Act was before or has been since. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5796a. During the Scott Act period did the custom spring up of farmers coming 
from the country and getting jugs of liquor to take into their homes for their own use # 
—TI have heard that statement made, but I don’t believe it. I believe that the farmer 
was just as abstemious, respectable and honest under the Scott Act as he was before or 
has been since. 

5797a. You cannot tell us, then, of any place where such a prohibitory law as you 
advocate has been in force /—I admit frankly that I cannot give you that information. 
I have heard and read statements on one side and the other ; but they do not alter my 
belief that if we had a prohibitory law we could carry it out, and I believe that any 
Government in power, whether Conservative or Reform, would be able to do their duty 
by it. 

5798a. Do you know anything about the state of things in the State of Maine ?— 
Not personally. I have had conversations with people who said that the law was 
broken ; and I have had conversations with people who said it was carried out as well 
as other laws. I am only telling you what I have heard, or what books or papers would 
furnish me. 


ROBERT HENDERSON, of London, License Inspector, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


5799a. You reside in London ?—I do. 

5800a. How long have you resided here ?—Since 1850. 

5801la. You are Inspector of Licenses !— Yes. 

5802a. How long have you held that position /—Since 1876, since the Crooks Act 
came in force. 

5803a. Your district is just the city !/—Just the city. 

5804a. You have never had a prohibitory law in force in the city /—No. 

5805a. How many licenses are there in the city at the present time /—Forty retail 
licenses. 

EMMANUEL T. Essery. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 343 


5806a. We were told by His Worship the Mayor that within the last few years the 
number has been greatly reduced !— Very much reduced. 

5807a. How many were they when you came into office ?—I was appointed in the 
spring of 1876. The licenses issued in the year 1875 were: Taverns and saloons, 76 ; 
shops, 39; total 115, with a population of about 19,000. 

5808a. The following year !—According to the statute, the first year we had to 
take off 18 and the following year I think about 16, until we reduced them down to the 
number provided for in the Act according to the population. 

5809a. Do the forty licenses at present issued include shops?—Yes. There are 6 
shops, 34 taverns and saloons, and 2 wholesale, not counting the brewers. 

5810a. I see by the Ontario Government report that in 1876 you had 57 taverns, 
34 shop and 1 wholesale, and in 1880 these numbers had dropped to 45 tavern, 27 
shop and 2 wholesale ; in 1885 there were 40 taverns, 22 shop, 1 wholesale ; in 1886, 61 
tavern, 21 shop, 2 wholesale ?—I can start from that year and give you my figures. 
The number of licenses issued for the year ending 30th April, 1887, was: hotel, 56 ; 
saloon, 5; shop, 21 ; wholesale, 2; total, 84. The receipts, including license fees, fines, 
transfers, renewals, and everything connected with licenses for the year, were $23,404.50 ; 
expenses In connection with the enforcement of the law, salaries, etc., $1,734.20. The 
prosecutions before the court for the same year were 86 ; convictions, 56 ; and fines $1,104. 
For the year ending 30th April, 1888, the number of licenses issued was, hotel, 50 ; 
saloon, 4; shop, 19; wholesale, 2 ; total, 75; receipts, $21,467.38 ; expenses, $1,771.38 ; 
prosecutions in court, 63; convictions, 44; fines, $1,550. For the year ending 30th 
April, 1889, the number of licenses issued was, hotel, 53 ; saloon, 4; shop, 14 ; wholesale, 
1 ; total, 72; receipts, $18,933.83 ; expenses, $1,293.65 ; prosecutions in court, 39 ; con- 
victions, 23 ; fines, $572. For the year ending 30th April, 1890, the number of licenses 
issued was, hotel, 54; saloon, 4 ; shop, 13; wholesale, 1; total, 72; receipts, $18,715 ; 
expenses, $1,374.70; prosecutions in court, 37 ; convictions, 10; fines, $410. For the 
year ending 30th April, 1891, the number of licenses issued was, hotel, 51; saloon, 5 ; 
shop, 12; wholesale, 1 ; total, 69; receipts, $19,227.76 ; expenses, $1,659.94 ; prosecu- 
tions in court, 75 ; convictions, 35 ; fines, $804. For the year ending 30th April, 1892, 
the number of licenses issued was, hotel, 34, saloon, 7 ; shop, 10 ; wholesale, none ; total, 
51; receipts, $16,032.63 ; expenses, $1,432.84 ; prosecutions in court, 36 ; convictions, 
27 ; fines, $22,482. For the year ending 30th April, 1893, the number of licenses issued 
was, hotel, 29 ; saloon, 5 ; shop, 6; wholesale, 3 ; total, 43 ; receipts, $14,357.50 ; expenses, 
$1,530.36 ; prosecutions in court, 30; convictions, 23 ; fines, $770. 

581la. Do you believe that you have more licensed places in London now than are 
necessary for the requirements of the people !—I think, as we are situated now, that the 
number is satisfactory. For the accommodation of the travelling public, I do not think 
that we could reduce them much more. During the time of the Western Fair, for in- 
stance, we have not any more accommodation than is required to accommodate the 
crowd who are here that week. 

5812a. Do you believe the men who are granted reguiar tavern licenses do all 
accommodate travellers !—Yes, they all do; I know of none at the present time that 
does not. 

5813a. You know of none who have the equipment merely to qualify them to get 
the license to sell ?—No, we have none of that class here now. 

5814a. Had you such places formerly ?—We had several formerly. 

5815a. Do you consider that you could satisfactorily do away with the places that 
are allowed to sell, and are not required to have the accommodation /—That is, the 
saloon. 

5816a. Yes ?—I think in a city like this that it is right to have a saloon, provided 
it is a restaurant, where people coming off a late train can go and get a meal after the 
hotels are shut up. We know that after two o’clock in the day you cannot get a hot 
dinner at a hotel, nor can you after eight or nine at night, and I think that in this city 
there ought to be one or two such places where you can get a hot meal outside of these 
hours. We have five in this city, all of which, with the exception of one, honestly fur- 
nish meals. We have only one that is a saloon proper. 
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5817a. In these restaurants the sale of liquor is not permitted at later hours than 
at hotels ?—Certainly not. 

5818. So that people can get meals there after what are called prohibited hours, 
but cannot get liquor !—Yes. 

5819a. Have you reason to believe that these men live up to the law ?—I have. 

5820a. Have you had to prosecute any of them for selling after hours ?—The last 
saloon-keeper I had up in connection with that was up two or three years ago, and the 
case occurred in this way: parties went there to get their meals after hours, and they 
happened to have some beer with their meal. 

5821a. Is that a place that has been carried on any length of time ?—Yes, the man 
has been in business forty years, an old citizen. 

5822a. Are these places situated in a different part of the city from the hotels !— 
No, they are situated right in the centre of the city. 

5823a. Near the depot 1—Yes ; one near the railway depot, one on Richmond 
Street, just opposite the City Hall, one right beside the City Hall, one at the market, 
and one on Dundas Street. 

5824a. How do you find the Sunday and Saturday night law observed here ?—The 
Sunday and Saturday night law has been better observed in the last two years than ever 
before. It has become almost impossible for me to catch a direct violation of the law. 

5825a. Did you hear of the case His Worship the Mayor spoke of !—Yes, and I 
know very well the place His Worship alluded to. Ihave had reason to complain of 
that place myself. 

5826a. You have endeavoured to stop that ?—Certainly. I have been working at 
it a long time. It is one of these places that both the police and myself have a great 
deal of difficulty with. 

5827a. Is it a licensed place ?—Yes. 

5828a. Have you called the attention of the Commissioners to it ?—Yes. 

5829a. How do you account for the place being permitted to get a license ?—I can- 
not tell you how it is. The place is by itself. There are only three on the whole street. 
It is on Richmond street north of Dundas street. It is a place largely patronized by 
country people with teams. 

5830a. These would not be there on Sunday /—A great many come there and put 
up for church on Sunday. 

583la. Are these the people who are there on Sundays !—Some of them, but not 
all. 

5832a. Are they what you would call city loafers ?—I would not like to call them 
that. I have no doubt that there is a not very respectable class that often frequent the 
place. 

5833a. How about the sale of liquor to minors in the city 7—There have been some 
prosecutions for sales to minors—children who were sent to stores for liquor ; but I don’t 
think there is a great deal of it. I have tried to stop that if possible. I always make it 
a point if I happen to be in any place to keep my eyes open in regard to that. 

58340. Have you any Indians about the town ?—Yes, Indians come here. 

5835a. Do you find that they get intoxicated 1—Yes, they do. 

5836a. Are you able to trace where they get their liquor 7—No. I find that the 
majority of Indians generally give the money to white men to get liquor for them. I 
think most of the Indians who come here are in the habit of getting it before they come 
to the city. They can get it easier. 

5837. Have you reason to suppose that there is any illicit sale going on /—There 
is always some illicit sale in a city lke this—not to any great extent at all. 

5838a.-By what class of people 1—Little groceries. 

5839a. What are called corner groceries /—Yes, you might call them corner gro- 
ceries ; but not to any great extent. 

5840a. Are there any suggestions you could make as to the license law that would 
make it more efficient ?—Yes. 1 think there should be no second fine at all for violation 
of the license law ; it should be imprisonment; and the license should be taken away. 
Of course, under the present license law, where there is a third conviction the license can 
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be cancelled for two years. I have never been able in this city to get a conviction that 
would carry out the part of that law. I find that it is a most difficult thing because you 
can easily understand that a man who has been fined for the first and second offences 
and is brought up for the third offence, will use every means in his power to defeat the 
ends of justice so far as the third offence is concerned. Unless it is a direct catch by 
myself or the police, so that we can prove it ourselves, we find it almost impossible. 

5841a. In these cases for third offences do you find that there is a good deal of per- 
jury in order to clear the accused ?—Yes, I believe there is perjury. 

5842a. One thing that has been suggested is that after a certain number of conyic- 
tions the premises should be debarred from having a license ?—I don’t know about that. 
If the premises are good, I don’t think the landlord should be deprived of his revenue on 
account of his tenant having violated the law. I should certainly go for the man that 
violates the law, and not go for the house if it is a proper house. 

5843a. The question is whether you would not get the landlord enlisted with you to 
get the law observed ?—There is no doubt that working that way it would be beneficial. 

5844a, Would you suggest any amendment to the law as to the hours of closing /— 
According to a resolution of the Board last year, the hour of closing was fixed at ten 
o'clock. It used to be eleven and twelve. But they got a little advantage of that rule, 
because there is a difference between standard time and sun time of twenty-seven 
minutes. 

5845a. At what hour do they open ?—At five o’clock in the morning. 

5846a. So that from ten o ‘clock at night to five o’clock in the morning on week days 
they are closed /—Yes. 

5847a. When do they close on Saturday night ?—At six o’clock. The resolution 
of the board of Commissioners does not allow any screens or blinds on the bar-room 
windows. I thought that would work very beneficially. Perhaps it does, as to the 
police or no seeing any person in the bar ; but I find that in some places after ten o’clock 
they go to rooms ‘upstairs or to the cellar “from that to eleven or twelve. That is my 
experience as far as I have gone this year. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


58480. Is that a better arrangement than the old one of keeping open publicly till 
eleven o'clock ?—I think from what I see this year that it has a tendency to more illicit 
selling after night than was the case previously. 


Ly Judge McDonald : 


5849a. You have the right of visitation at any time ?—Yes. 

5850a. Have you exercised that right to see if you could root these people out ?— 
Mes: 

5851. Have you had any convictions ’—Oh yes. Not long ago I hada conviction 
of a prominent hotel keeper for Saturday night selling. It was very high up in the 
building—the top story in a private room. Of course, when they take that precaution 
of going into the cellar or into rooms, it is immensely difficult to get at it. 

5852a. What is the amount of the license fee here for a tavern /—$260. 

5853a. Do you think that might be increased with advantage to the community !— 
I don’t know. The trade seem to grumble a good deal about that now. The license fee 
for a saloon is $330, and for a shop $230. 

5854a. Do you think it would be an advantage if you had authority to cause an 
inspection of the liquor sold in these places !—Yes, I think so. 

5855a. Do you think it would lead to a better quality of liquor being sold /—I think 
SO. 

5856a. Do you know if inspection is carried on here to any extent by the Inland 
Revenue Department ?—I am not aware of it. 

5857a. Are there any other suggestions you would like to make in regard to the 
working of the license law ?—-No, I do not think so. 

5858a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law !—No, I 
never had any. | 
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5859a. Did you see anything of the working of the Scott Act in the County of 
Middlesex when it was in force there !—Yes, but mostly from reading. 

5860a. You were not connected with the county at all?—No. 

5861la. Were you out in the county when the Act was in force ?—I was only out 
on the outskirts. Taking the East Riding of Middlesex, the Inspector of which I know 
very well, I don’t think there was any county in Ontario, taking Halton in the last year 
of the Act, where it was better enforced. Of course, there were great difficulties about 
it. There was a great deal of perjury, there is no doubt about that. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
5862a. More than in the liquor cases you have had /—Oh yes, I think so. 


By Judge McDonald: 


5863a. Would you prefer a prohibitory law for the whole of Canada !—I would 
prefer it to a local option law. 

5864a. Would you prefer it to the license law !—The only question with me is this: 
If that prohibitory law should be carried out, it would have to be carried out better than 
we can carry out the license law, to make it a success. 

5865a. In what way !—Getting the law enforced. The trouble, I think, would be 
to a great extent in a place like this, and along these counties which are close to the 
border, with regard to smuggling from the other side. I think that is where the Govern- 
ment and the country would have to protect themselves more particularly under a pro- 
hibitory law in this section. Of course, it could be done. 

5866a. Have you considered the question of farmers making their own wine and 
ale and cider ?—I think it would be right to allow people to make their own wine and 
cider, as long as they did not sell it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5867. Would you allow people who had not the facilities for making wine and 
cider to buy from somebody else /—Then you open the door to the wholesale violation of 
the law. 


by Judge McDonald : 

5868a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour allowing people 
to import it for mechanical, medicinal and sacramental purposes /--For such purposes I 
agree with the Mayor that it should be manufactured by the Government. If there is 
any profit or loss, the Government ought to bear it, and not allow individuals to handle 
it at all. 

5869a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless /—It 
would seem very hard to take everything a man has got, after he has been in business 
many years, and if they ought to be, then the question comes, are brewers and distillers 
better entitled to that than the keepers of hotels ? 


hy Mr. Clarke : 

5870a. Regarding the permission you would give under a prohibitory law to people 
to make wine and cider for their own use, how would it be practicable to work out such 
a system /—If you, being a farmer with a vineyard or an orchard, are permitted to make 
wine and cider, should not I be permitted to buy wine or cider from you, or to import it 
if I desire ?—I think you would open the door to the abuse of the whole thing. 

5871la. Would there be any abuse ?—Certainly. Where would the thing end ! 
Suppose I or you had a large vineyard and manufactured wine, and were allowed to sell 
it all over the country, what would be the use of a prohibitory law ? 

5872a. Why not prohibit those people making wine and cider for their own use !— 
How can you do that? Is it possible for any Government to prevent me, if I havea 
few grapes or some apples, from making wine or cider for my own use? The wrong 
would not be in my making for my own use or the use of my family, but in selling or 
distributing it. 
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5873a. It would not be wrong for you to make it and use it yourself, but wrong to 
sell it ?—Yes. 

5874a. That is the condition you would have under prohibition as you understand it ? 
—Yes. Not to prohibit a man making his own wine and cider, but to prohibit him 
selling it; or what would be the use of prohibition ? 

5875a. In the German settlements would you allow people to make beer for their 
own use /—Yes. 

5876a. And would not allow them to sell it ?—No. 

5877a. These saloons have eating rooms in connection with them, or they supply 
meals, do they ?— Yes. 

5878a. All of them ?—AIl except one. 

5879a. Do you think they are a necessity !—I think so, in a place like this. 

5880a. And I think you said the number of licenses could not be reduced without 
depriving the people of the accommodation required in this city at certain times /—I 
think, we have not too many for the kind of accommodation I spoke of. You see our 
whole license business is pretty well concentrated in the central business portion of the 
city. The same with shops; there are only two outside of the business portion of the 
city. 

: 588la. The residential part of the city is free from licenses !-—Free from licenses. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5882a. Is there anything else you would like to add ?—No. 


JOHN MORGAN, of London, Acting Police Court Clerk, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


by Judge McDonald : 


5883a. What is your position /—Acting Police Court Clerk. 

5884a. How long have you held that position !—About six weeks. 

5885a. Have you any statistics for us ?—I have a statement for four years, from 1890 
to 1893 inclusive, showing the number of persons convicted in each year before E. Jones 
Parke, Esq., Police Magistrate, the number and amount of the fines inflicted, the amount 
collected, and so forth. For the year ending the 30th September, 1890, the number of persons 
convicted was 429; number of fines inflicted 418 ; amount of fines inposed $1,822.25 ; 
amount of fines collected $818.25 ; number of persons convicted for drunkenness 287 ; 
number of persons fined fordrunkenness 129; numberof persons sent to jailindefault of pay- 
mentoffine for drunkenness 150; number of persons convicted of drunkennessand sentence 
suspended 8. The persons convicted for drunkenness include those convicted for being drunk 
and disorderly and for drunkenness and vagrancy. For the year ending the 30th Septem- 
ber, 1891, the number of persons convicted was 442; number of fines inflicted 286 ; amount 
of fines imposed $1,849.85 ; amount of fines collected $1,174.85 ; number of persons con- 
victed of drunkenness 150; numbers of persons fined for drunkenness 73; number of 
persons sent to jail in default of payment of fine for drunkenness 70; number of per- 
sons convicted of drunkenness and sentence suspended 7. For the year ending the 30th 
September, 1892, the number of persons convicted was 353 ; number of fines inflicted 193, 
amount of fines imposed $1,745; amount of fines collected $1,371 ; number of persons 
convicted of drunkenness 78 ; number of persons fined for drunkenness 31; number of 
persons sent to jail in default of payment of fine for drunkenness 42 ; number of persons 
sent to jail without the option of a fine for drunkenness | ; number of persons convicted 
of drunkenness and sentence suspended 3; sent to the insane asylum 1. For the year 
ending the 30th September, 1893, the number of persons convicted was 516 ; number of 
fines inflicted, 331 ; amount of fines imposed $1,627.30; amount of fine collected $1,465. 
30; number of persons convicted of drunkenness 181 ; number of persons fined for drunk- 
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enness 122; number of persons sent to gaol in default of payment of fine for drunkenness 
33; number of persons sent to jail without the option of a fine for drunkenness 15 ; 
number of persons convicted of drunkenness and sentence suspended 11. 

5886a. Are you able to tell us whether these people convicted of drunkenness are 
mostly residents of the city, or do you include in that statement the people passing 
through !—Some are people passing through, and others are residents of the city. 

5887a. What proportion do the residents bear to the whole number !/—The residents 
of the city would be more than the outsiders. 

5888a. I understand from the returns that there is a decrease in the arrests for 
drunkenness ?—Oh yes 

5889a. Do you include in this statement people charge with breach of the snow by- 
law or with not having registered dogs !—No. 

5890a. These are what you call offences !—Al1 offences, including summary convic- 
tions and juvenile offenders. 

589la. But not what you would call offences against municipal ordinances i—Yes, 
all convictions before the Police Magistrate for anything at all. 

5892a. If a man left a horse untied or anything of that kind, is that included ?— 
Yes, everything of that kind is included. 

5893a. So that the number of your offences is very small for a place of this size !— 
Yes, it is. I consider this a law-abiding city, in comparison with others. 

5894a. Do you know anything of the license law? Does your force take part in 
that !—Oh yes. 

5895a. You assist the Inspector when needed ?—Yes. 

5896. Have you reason to believe there is much illicit sale in this city ’—There is 
illicit selling of liquor, but it is very difficult to get at. I donot say there is much. For 
instance, there are certain hotels where people stand outside as though on the lookout 
for the police or the Inspector. There was one house spoken of this morning. People 
are there every Saturday night and Sunday, and they are ordered away by the police 
continually. I believe they are there for no other purpose than to be on the lookout for 
the police or the Inspector. 

5897a. Has the man who keeps that place been prosecuted /— Yes. 

5898a. Has he been able to clear himself or has he been convicted ?—He has been 
convicted. 

5899a. How often?—I could not say how often. 

5900a. You have not yourself seen many trials in connection with the liquor law? 
—No. 

5901la. Are there any suggestions you would make within the scope of this inquiry ? 
—I believe that if the bar-room could be done away with, it would be very beneficial. 
The bar-room seems to be an arbour for young men, and in hotels where billiard tables 
are kept, they have acvess to the bar-rooms ; and as far as my experience as a police of- 
ficer goes—I have been a police officer for twenty years in England and Wales—lI find 
that amongst the drinking people there is more crime. 

5902a. You think a certain amount of crime can be traced to intemperate habits 
on the part of the people ?—Yes. 

5903a. Is there much juvenile crime in London?!—Not very much. The crime in 
London is small, on the whole, in comparison with other towns. 

5904a. Take the cases of boys who are guilty of criminal acts—to what do you at- 
tribute them ?—TI attribute them mostly to neglect on the part of parents. Boys are 
allowed to roam the streets and mix up with evil companions, and get into mischief. 

5905a. Lack of home influence !—Yes. 

5906a. Is that lack of home influence to be attributed to drinking habits on the 
part of parents ?—Yes, in a good many cases. 

5907a. It has been suggested to us by the jailer of the county jail at Woodstock 
that the three great causes of criminality in the order of their importance were idleness, 
intemperance and sensuality. Do you think that is correct /—Yes. 

5908a. Is there much poverty in the city /—Not very much, so far as I know. 
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5909a. So far as there is poverty, do you think some of those suffering from it are 
people who have been of intemperate habits !—Some of them, I think. 

5910a. Taking your experience as a police officer, both in England and in this coun- 
try, do you find that the men charged with the more serious crimes, such as burglary, 
forgery, and so on, are generally men of intemperate habits or otherwise /—Generally. 

591la. Are they men who drink to excess /—Some. 

5912a. Do you find many among them who are total abstainers ?—No, I do not. 


By Mr. Clarke ; 


5913a. Did you hear the evidence of the License Inspector regarding the difficulties 
of enforcing the early closing regulation, and the schemes resorted to by hotel-keepers 
to evade the law !—Yes. 

5914a. Do you think it would be better that the present state of things should 
continue, or that the taverns should be allowed to keep open till eleven o’clock as form- 
erly ?—I think it is better as it is. There are not so many young men on the streets as 
there were when they were closed at eleven o’clock. 

5915a. So that there is a distinct improvement from the early closing?—Yes. I 
think there is a distinct improvement. 

5916a. Notwithstanding the fact that resort is now had to the cellars and rooms 
up stairs !—I could not say as to that. 

5917a. You spoke of billiard rooms. Would it be well to prohibit billiard rooms 
in places where licenses are given !—I think so. I think billiard rooms should not be 
attached to licensed houses at all. 

5918a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law !—Well, yes. 

5919a. Do you think it could be enforced at least as well as the license law ?—I 
could not say that. It is a difficult question to answer. Jt would have to be decided. 

5920a. You would favour the experiment being tried, at any rate ?—Yes. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5921la. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law !—No, I 
have not. 

5922a. Taking things as they were in England when you were there as a police 
officer, and taking them as you find them in this country, in which do you find the 
greater amount of intemperance !—I find that there is more intemperance at home than 
there is in this country. 

5923a. How long have you lived in Canada?—About twelve years. 

5924a. Have you found during that time a growing temperance sentiment among 
the people !—I have. 

5925a. Do you know anything of the working of the Scott Act in the county of 
Middlesex '—No. 

5926«. Suppose a law were to be passed doing away with either tavern or saloons, 
which would it be better to dispense with ’—The saloon, I find, is the greatest curse to 
this country. 

5927a. In what way 1—The frequenting of them by young men. 

5928a. Do you think these places are a temptation to them !—TI do. 

5929a. Do they get into loose and idle habits there, and disorderly conduct !—I 
think so. 

5930a. The Inspector has told us that under the present regulations these places 
may not have screens or shades in their windows. Do you think that is an advantage! 
—I do. 

593la. Is there any suggestion you would like to make further than you have 
made /—I do not know of any. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5932a. If either the hotel bar or the saloon bar had to be abolished, IT understand 
that you would favour the abolition of the saloon bar !—I would. 
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ROBERT REID, of London, Collector of Customs, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


5933a. You reside in London ?—Yes. 

5934a. You are Her Majesty’s Collector of Customs here ?—Yes. 

5935a. How long have you held that position !—Sixteen years. 

5936a. And during all that time you have resided in the city 1—_Yes. 

59370. What is the character of the people. Is it a law-abiding and orderly com- 
munity ?—Oh, yes, I should say so. 

5938a Have you any statistics for us?—Yes, you asked for some. I have tried 
to strike an average for a series of years.. I give the importations of liquor, and the 
duty paid, for the following years, each year ending June 30 :— 


Years. Gallons. Value. Duty paid. 

18855, —. 10;930 $10,061 $10,681.83 
TSS63 7 6,002 5,800 6,601.10 
1888... .12,630 12,891 16,507 . 22 
11893). .96 564 9,556 15,048.83 


The year ending the 30th June 1885 was the year after the vote on the Scott Act took 
place. It did not come into force until 1886, but I fancy that the falling off in the 
importations in that year was in anticipation of it. 

5939a. Was the importation of 1885 abnormally large ’—No, not at all. That is 
about the average. The Scott Act came into force in June, 1886, in Middlesex, so that 
the importations for 1888 are those of the second year of the Act. In that year there 
was a very considerable increase ; of course, stocks had become low. Then I have given 
the last year. 

5940a. Had there been an increase in the rate on the duty ’—There was an increase 
in the duty in 1891 from $1.75 on the gallon to $2.12 on whisky, gin, rum, and so forth. 
Previous to that for some years the rate on brandy had been $2, but it was brought up 
with the others to $2.12, and they were all on that line last year. That would enon 
for the larger amount of duty with the smaller amount of liquor. I think that statement 
gives a fair average, 

5941a. How. do you account for the increase during the time of the Scott Act ?—I 
cannot account for it in any other way than this, that stocks had got comparatively low, 
and the dealers found that the Scott Act was not reducing the demand very much, and 
they simply imported their usual amount. 

5942a. Ten counties in Ontario repealed the Act in 1888. Might that account for 
the increased imports in that year ?—I could not say as to that. I can only speak as to 
our own county. 

5943a. Would that affect your importations here!—No, because our importations 
would not reach those counties at all. 

5944a. Your imports are for local consumption /—I would say so, entirely, and for 
the counties around here. 

5945a. Have you had any experience of the workings of a prohibitory law ?—No, 
not any at all, except by hearsay from the adjoining county. 

5946a. Would you favour the enactment of a law that would prohibit the importa- 
tion, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor for beverage purposes /—I would favour 
a law of that kind if I thought it could be made effectual, and that we would not be 
substituting something worse. 

5947a. Do you think that would be the case 1—I think the moral conscience of the 
community is not ready for such a sweeping reform. 

5948a. In case such a law were passed, would you allow an exception to be made 
of liquor used for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes !—I suppose that would 
be a necessity, to treat it as a drug, although some of the medical professors deny the 
necessity of using it even as a medicine. 
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5949a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour brewers and dis- 
tillers being remunerated for plant and machinery that would be rendered useless ?—I 
have not an opinion on that subject. 

5950a. Do you know anything of the native wine industry going on in the western 
part of this Province ?—I do not know anything except what is very local—personal 
acquaintances who are making wine in that way and distilling liquor. 

595la. Is there any suggestion you would make yourself in the line of our inquiry ? 
—TI know of this, that the present license law has been a wonderfully beneficial thing for 
this town, and I am perfectly satisfied that every step made in connection with it has 
been a step in advance, for both the moral and intellectual welfare of the people, par- 
ticularly the young men. I think it cannot be too stringently enforced. 

5952a. Have you found that the temperance sentiment of the community is improy- 
ing all the time ?—Oh certainly. There is no doubt about that. 

5953a. You find that the influences of religion and temperance societies are doing 
good in that respect?—-Oh yes; I have no hesitation in saying that. The general 
tendency of the public mind is in that direction, and all these movements are doing 
good. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5954a. You do not know anything about the operation of the Scott Actin Middle- 
sex !—No, except that friends of mine who were not strong temperance people have told 
me that with some drawbacks in the townships, where it had been enforced with any- 
thing like care, it had been very beneficial—that the country taverns, which had been 
in some cases a great trap for young people, had been closed up. 

5955a. Were there any townships where it was enforced fairly well?—I think it 
was enforced both in Westminster and London Township very well, so far as I could 
learn. 

5956. It is claimed that in those townships it had a beneficial effect !—Yes, it has 
been said so by parties who were impartial—who were not temperance people themselves. 

5957a. Can you give any reasons why, if the Act had been reasonably well enforced 
and was so beneficial in its effects, such an overwhelming majority of the people voted 
for its repeal ? 1_That is a very large question. 

5958a. Can you throw any light upon it at all?—I do not think it: is possible to 
make a partial exception of any portion of a country for that purpose. 

5959a. In June, 1885, 5,745 votes were polled in favour of the Act, and 2,370 
against it, a majority for the Act of 3,375. The re was in operation three years. On 
the 8th of May, 1889, it was repealed on a vote of 2,992 in favour of its oes, 
against 5,530 in favour of its repeal, a majority in favour of repealing the Act of 2,538. 
Can you give us any explanation of the reason why, if this Act was enforced and had a 
beneficial effect, the people overwhelmingly threw it out ?—I cannot understand it 
myself. 

: 5960a. Would this be a reasonable explanation, that the people were satisfied that 
as far as it went it was a good thing, but that if they repealed it they could demand 
prohibition for a wider area—for the Province, or the Dominion ?—That may have 
influenced some. I believe there were a good many temperance people who voted in 
that way. And then the city of London having refused to adopt the Act, it was easy 
for people to get liquor here. 

5961la. We have heard there was a good deal of jealousy because the traffic was 
licensed here, because the people in the country wanted the money to remain out there 
that was expended here in liquor !—Yes, there was some jealousy of that kind. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5962a. Do you think there was this reason, that the people had expected greater 
benefits from the Act ?—Oh yes; there were so many ways of evading it. It was easy 
for them to come into the city and buy the quantities the law provided for, and really 
the working of the law in that way was very partial. If the city of London had been a 
prohibition town as well, I think the difference would have been very great. 
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5963a. But would they not have gone to Perth and Oxford ?—Oh yes, those who 
wanted it would have got it somewhere ; but there would have been a slight check. The 
Act has a certain influence in checking it. 

5964a. With regard to a general prohibitory law, how would it be enforced along 
the border here in the event of a prohibitory law not being in force in the United States ? 
It would be very dithicult to prevent smuggling. 

5965a. And what about illicit distillation in Canada?—That would be just it. I 
do not think they would be prevented, unless some means were used to prevent private 
distillation. 

5966a. Would you, under a prohibitory law, permit farmers who have vineyards or 
orchards, to make wine or cider for their own use ?’—Certainly. I would not go to such 
extremes as to prevent that. 

5967a. Would you allow them to manufacture beer for their own use !—I could not 
prevent them if they wanted it. I would not interfere with the individual right of 
any man who did not interfere with his neighbour. 

5968a. Would you allow any one to import wine or beer who wanted it for his own 
use !/—Oh, I am not a legislator. 

5969a. But speaking individually !—I am not a teetotaller, but I want to see the 
drinking practice of this country confined to the narrowest possible limits consistent 
with the liberties of the people. 

5970a. But you have expressed yourself as favourable to prohibition if it could be 
carried out /—Yes. 

5971la. We want to ascertain what you mean by prohibition. Would you prohibit 
the importation for domestic use !—What do you mean by domestic use ? 

5972a. That you, as a citizen of Middlesex, could send to the United States or 
England, or Scotland, or France, and get wine, or whisky, or beer for your own use ?— 
That would not be a prohibitory law at all. 

5973a. You mean by prohibition, the prohibition of the importation for domestic 
use !—Certainly. 

5974a Do you know of any place where there is such a ae in force !—_No. 

5975a. In the prohibition States, the importation for domestic use is not prohibited ? 
—In the State of Maine, where the law is said to be prohibitory, it is not prohibitory. 

5976a. How do you know ?—I have been told. 

5977a. Do you know from personal observation /—Oh, no. 


By Judge McDonald : 


5978a. If a partial prohibitory law was so beneficial as you said the Scott Act 
was, would not a general law for the whole Dominion be equally beneficial /—Oh, certainly. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


5979a. If carried out as the Scott Act was!—If there was a general prohibitory 
law, it could be carried out more effectually than the Scott Act was. 

5980a But under your prohibition, the manufacture of cider, beer and native wine 
for domestic use would go on?—I merely referred to the general practice of importing 
foreign liquor. I think we can make all we need to drink in our own country. 

5981. But you would prohibit the manufacture of wine and beer except when 
manufactured by persons for their own use /—Yes. But I would not interfere with the 
liberty of the people to manufacture for their own use. Ido not know that I would 
interfere with a man’s right in that way. 

5982a. Do you think it is a man’s right to manufacture liquor if he wants it for 
his own use ?—I do. 


Rosert Rep. 
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CHARLES A. KINGSTON, of London, City Clerk, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


5983a. You reside in London !—Yes. 

5984a. How long have you resided here !—About twelve years. 

5985a. You are City Clerk !—Yes. 

5986a. How long have you occupied that position /—I have been in the office prac- 
tically about six years. I have been City Clerk actually about three years. 

5987a. As Clerk of the City Council, I suppose you can give us some idea of 
whether any large amount of money is paid out from year to year for charitable pur- 
poses !—The Council sets apart $5,000 a year, which is dispensed through the Mayor 
and the Relief Inspector to parties making application to the Board for relief. 

5988a, I suppose it is not all given in the shape of money !—Oh, no; supplies. I 
think the greater portion by far is food, fuel and clothing. 

5989a. Is the sum found sufficient from year to year !—I think it would not exceed 
that on the average. 


By Mr. Clarke :; 


5990a. Are there any charities sustained or partially sustained !—The Council pays 
towards the maintenance of the aged poor, who are admitted to the Home in the city a 
certain rate per day. 

5991a. Is that in addition to the $5,000 set apart for charity ?—I am not able to 
state that. 


By Judge McDonald « 


5992a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law !—No. 

5993a. Do you know anything of the working of the Scott Act in the county of 
Middlesex, from personal observation !—Very little from personal observation. During 
its enforcement I used to be in the county frequently. 

5994a. How did you find it observed !—I cannot say that it was observed very 
closely. 

3995. Are you, yourself, favourable to a prohibitory law for the Dominion, pre- 
venting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor for beverage pur- 
poses !—If it could be enforced well, I should say yes. 

5996a. Do you expect it would be enforced /—I expect it would meet with very 
great difficulty. 

5997a. In what way ?—From the repugnance that many people have to allowing 
other people to dictate what they shall eat or drink. There are so many who resist any 
law of that character. 

5998a. You believe that public sentiment would have something to do with the 
success or non-success of such a law ?—Undoubtedly. 

5999a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour an exception 
being made of liquor that would be needed for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental 


6000a. Would you have that liquor made by private enterprise or by the Govern- 
ment !—It is a matter I have never given any consideration to, but it seems to me that 
the manufacture and dispensing of liquor by the Government would be an improper 
power to place in the hands of a Government. 

6001a. In case of the enactment of such a law, prohibiting the importation, manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating liquor for beverage purposes, would you deem it right 
that brewers and distillers should be remuner ated for plant and machinery that would 
be rendered useless ?—I should think so. 

6002a. Are you brought into contact with the relief which is given to the poor, to 
such an extent as to be able to say whether any great proportion of the poverty is 
caused by intemperance ?—I should say that a considerable portion of it was, probably 
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the greater portion. I see it in my intercourse with the Mayor in connection with the 
dispensing of relief. I am in his office, and see the character of the people who apply 
for relief and know their stories. I have no official duties in that connection, but from 
what I have observed, I should be inclined to think that the greater portion of the 
relief asked for has been rendered necessary by the excessive use of intoxicating liquor. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6003a. I think you said that the opportunities you had of observing the working 
of the Scott Act, led you to conclude that it was not very efficiently enforced ?—I should 
say not. 

: 6004a. Is the present condition of things in the county, under license, preferable 
to the condition that existed under the Scott Act !—I hardly know how to answer that 
question. I have had occasion to be in the county very little since the repeal of the 
Scott Act. During the time the Act was in force my relatives lived there—they have 
since moved away—and I was very frequently in the county at that time, and it was 
not only drunkenness, but open sale of liquor under the Scott Act, which led me to 
believe that there was really no attempt made in certain places to enforce it. Since 
that time I have been very little in the county, and I am not able to speak of the 
enforcement of the license law at the present time. 

6005a. And you could not make any comparison of the condition of things under 
the two systems ?—I could not. 

6006a. Would it be practicable, think you, to enforce a prohibitory law ?—It 
might be. 

6007a. Would you, under such a law, prohibit importation for domestic use ?—I 
think, if you have a prohibitory law, you must prohibit absolutely. If you open the 
door to domestic use, or anything of that kind, you throw difficulties in the way of the 
enforcement of the law. 

6008a. Would you prohibit the use, too?—I think you must do so. 

6009a. Then you would not permit the manufacture of beer or cider, or wine that 
would intoxicate /—If it were possible to make a prohibitory law which would reach and 
protect the people from whom you require to keep intoxicating liquors, and allow others 
to obtain liquor who can use it without harm, that is what I would like to see. But if 
you pass a prohibitory law and want to make it effective, you must prohibit it abso- 
lutely, except for mechanical and medicinal purposes. 

6010. And put everyone on the same plane?—And put everyone on the same 

lane. 

; 601la. Do you know anything of the operation of the license law in London since 
the hours were shortened and the number of licenses reduced ?—So far as I have seen, I 
have not noticed any great difference. I think there is a good deal of drinking in hotels 
in rooms and places free from inspection in prohibited hours. 

6012a. There has been no appreciable improvement, then, from lessening the num- 
ber of licenses and the reduction of the hours of sale /—I would not say that. I had refer- 
ence solely to closing at ten o’clock, or 10.27. I certainly was favourable to the reduc- 
tion of the number of licenses, and I think it was beneficial. 

6013a. Would you favour the wiping out of the saloon license ?—I would. 

6014a. And the further reduction of the tavern licenses ?—No. 

6015a. There is no good reason why the saloon license should continue ?—I do not 
know of any. 

6016a. Since your residence in London have you noticed whether there has been 
an increase or decrease in the habits or drunkenness among the people ?—I think there 
has been a decrease. 

6017a. To what do you attribute that decrease ?—To the moral influences and the 
general good sense, and probably the education of the people. 

6018. Do you think the Scott Act was an educator of the people of Middlesex in 
the direction of temperance !—No. 

6019a. It has sometimes been presented in evidence that notwithstanding the fail- 
ure or partial failure, the discussion that took place anterior to its adoption and during 
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its continuance had an educating influence ?—I do not know what effect the discussions 
had, but I do not think its operation had an educational effect. 

6020a. You think the effect of a law being continually and continuously violated 
would be demoralizing rather than otherwise 1—T think SO. 

602la. Are there any amendments in the license law that you would suggest ?—I 
do not know of any. Where there is a license law, I would favour it being taken en- 
tirely out of politicalcontrol as far as possible. 

6022a. Would you favour handing over the administration of the license law to the 
Police Commissioners /—I think it would be more effective. 


By Judge McDonald : 
6023a. Are there any suggestions you would like to make ?—No. 


E. JONES PARKE, of London, Police Magistrate, being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


6024a. Your residence is in London ?!—Yes. 

6025a. How long have you resided here ?—Nearly all my lie. 

6026a. How long have you been Police Magistrate !—Over ten years. 

6027a. I suppose you try a good many criminal cases that used to be tried on in- 
dictment—by the election of the prisoner /—Yes, a great many. 
~  6028a. And you dispose of the ordinary police court cases of drunkenness, dis- 
orderly conduct, assaults and such like !—Yes. 

60294. Taking your experience of ten years as Police Magistrate, do you believe 
that crime is diminishing in this community !—The number of cases is smaller the last 
two or three years. 

6030a. The Police Court clerk this morning told us that the total number of con- 
victions in the year ending September 30, 1890, including snow by-law cases, cases for 
the non-registering of dogs, and similar cases, was 429?—The total number of cases 
would be 1,400 or 1,500. 

603la. For the same year he gave the number of persons convicted of drunkenness 
as 287 !—That would not include the number of persons arrested for being drunk, and 
although guilty, discharged. 

6032a. Could you give us the number of arrests /—No, I could not. 

6033a. For several years there was a decrease in the number of convictions ; but in 
the last year the number went up to 516. How do you account for that ?—I have no 
explanation of that. I was not aware of it. 

6034a. The number of persons convicted of drunkenness during the year ending 
September 30, 1892 was 78, and last year 181—quite a large increase ?—That might he 
explained in a number of ways. As a rule, if a man is brought before us for being 
drunk on the street, and it is his first offence, he is discharged. 

6035a. His record, then, has something to do with his conviction ?—A great deal 
to do with it. 

6036a. Have you been troubled last year to any great extent with strangers com- 
ing into the city /—We have always been troubled to some extent with strangers and 
tramps coming in. 

6037a. You are, as it were, on the highway !—Yes, we are on the thoroughfare. 

6038. So that travelling tramps are likely to strike London ’—Yes. 

6039a. Taking the cases that come before you that may be called criminal cases— 
putting out of the way cases of breach of municipal by-laws such as we have spoken of — 
is any large proportion of them to be attributed to intemperate habits on the part of the 
persons charged /—The cases connected with acts of violence may frequently be traced to 
the use of liquor. 
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6040a. Of course, there are the cases of drunkenness itself, and then cases of as- 
sault, where people have been under the influence of liquor when the assault was com- 
mitted —Yes. 

6041la. Have you any class of small larcenies committed by people under the in- 
fluence of liquor ?—It is a very common excuse that they were drunk when they did it. 

6042a. We have been told of cases in which a man would pick up a coat or some- 
thing of that kind and sell it to get liquor !—There are cases of that kind, but not very 
many. 

0430. How do you find the habits of the people charged with the more serious 
offences, such as forgery or arson?!—TI cannot trace offences of that kind to the use of 
liquor. 

6044a. Are you able to say whether the people who commit offences of that kind 

are addicted to drink !—There are a great many cases in which the people who commit 

such offences are not addicted to drink. They could not commit the offence if they were. 
6045a. Have you much juvenile crime /—Not very much. 

6046a. Could you say that any large proportion of the cases of juvenile crime are 
traceable to intemperance /—In some cases, in which the children of drunken parents 
are not looked after. I think that children who are not looked after are generally apt 
to become bad, whether the neglect is caused by intemperance or anything else. 

6047a. The Police Magistrate of Windsor told us that it was a bad thing to allow 
so many boys to sell newspapers on the streets—that they were likely to get into bad 
ways. How do you find that class here ?—We have had very little trouble with them. 

6048a. Are the cases of infringement of the license law generally brought before 
you /—Yes. 

6049a. Have you many such in the course of the year!—No, not many such. I 
have not the figures before me. 

6050a. Do you find that perjury exists in those cases to any great extent ?—I think 
it does. So far as the evidence goes, they are very difficult cases to decide. 

605la. Comparing those cases with other cases, do you find relatively a greater 
degree of perjury in them than in others /—I find relatively a greater amount of contra- 
diction. 

6052a. And contradiction that you cannot account for ?—I cannot account for it. 

6053a. To what do you attribute that /—I have not considered that point. Liquor 
cases are frequently brought on the information of informers, and I find that they are 
very often contradicted by the hotel men. The witnesses are generally frequenters of 
bar-rooms. 

6054a. There seems to be a desire to protect the man who is charged ?—Of course, 
he only wants people who are anxious to protect him. 

6055a. Did you try any cases during the Scott Act period for offences in the county 
against the Act !—I never had any cases outside of the city. 

6056a. Of course, you are ex officzo a justice of the peace outside of the city /—Yes, 
but I confine myself entirely to the city. 

6057a. Speaking as a citizen, how do you find the license law to work in this city ? 
Are the places licensed here orderly and well conducted as a whole ?/—Judging from the 
infrequency of the complaints made to me, they are, generally. 

6058a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law?—This 
county was a Scott Act county for three years. 

6059a. What did you find to be the result of it /—Anything I say will not be from 
my personal knowledge. I understood that the consumption of liquor was not materially 
reduced in the county. I think, however, that in country neighbourhoods the Scott Act 
was a benefit to the people to a considerable extent. 

6060a. Do you think it had a tendency to do away with the open taverns or bars 
in the country /—I think that where they were abolished, it kept young people away 
from the country taverns and kept them at home. 

606la. You think it was a benefit in that way !—Yes, I think it was a consider- 
able benefit. 

6062a. Having had no personal connection with it, I suppose you are not in a posi- 
tion to explain how the repeal came about !—No. I lived in the county ; my residence 
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has only been annexed to the city within the last year or two; but I had no personal 
knowledge of the way it worked in the county. 

60634. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Dom- 
inion, prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor for 
beverage purposes ?—I would favour the temperance of the whole Dominion. I am a 
total abstainer myself, and have been for a great many years, long before I was Police 
Magistrate, and if the Act could be enforced, or if there were a reasonable probability 
of its being enforced, I would like to see it enacted. 

6064a. Do you apprehend difficulty in enforcing it?—Yes. I think it would be 
hard to enforce. 

6065a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour the exception, 
from its provisions of liquor, for mechanical, medicinal and sacramental purposes /—Yes. 

6066a. Would you consider it right that remuneration should be made to brewers 
and distillers for plant and machinery that would be rendered useless !—I never have 


considered that. 


6067a. Are there any suggestions you can make yourself in connection with this 
inquiry ?—No, I think not. Anything I know is from what I have met with in court. 
6068. Speaking of a prohibitory law, you said you would favour the temperance 


of the Dominion. What do you mean by that ?—I think the community would be a 


great deal better without any liquor at all; and if any means can be devised to bring 
that about, I am in favour of it. 


By Mr, Clarke : 


6069a. Do you favour the present method of treating peopie brought before you 
time and again for drunkenness—committing them to gaol for ten or twenty or thirty 
days? Do you think any permanent good results from that treatment!—Not in the 
large majority of cases. Of course there are persons brought up for the first time who 
feel the disgrace of the punishment and avoid the offence afterwards ; but to others it 
does not seem to do any good at all. 

6070a. It simply braces them up to begin again ?!—It seems to put them in better 
condition to begin again. So far as I know, there is no means of employment in our 
gaols for them, or they might be made to work. 

607la. Would you favour the committal of confirmed drunkards to asylums or 
sanitariums for indefinite terms !—If they could be made self-supporting ; but I think it 
would be a great hardship on the public if they were not. 

6072. If the persons who are now committed to the gaols for thirty or sixty days, 
are not employed during the time they are incarcerated, is not that a great hardship 
and injustice, that the public have to maintain them, especially when there is no perma- 
nent good accomplished in such cases !—I think that is self-evident. 

6073a. Would the results be better if these people were treated in sanitariums or 
asylums where special attention would be given to the disease or appetite itself which 
causes them to drink to excess ?—I could hardly speak about that. Ido not know the 
effect of sanitary treatment on inebriates. 

60740. But you are satisfied that the present method is not satisfactory /—I think 
so. Ido not see any good that comes from it. It is really not a punishment to the 
confirmed drunkard to be put in gaol for ten or twenty days, and when they are poor 
men their families suffer for the want of the little labour they do for them. 

6075a. Have you any suggestions to offer as to an improved method of treatment ? 
—I think hard labour should be part of the sentence. I think they should be made to 
work. 

6076a. Anything else !—No, nothing else occurs to me. 

6077a. I understand you to say you favour the adoption of a prohibitory law ?— 
Yes, I would favour any measure that would do away with the drinking usages. 

6078a. Would you permit the manufacture for domestic use of wine and beer and 
whisky by farmers or others who grow grapes or grain !—That is one of the difficulties 
of enforcing prohibition. 

6079a. Or would you prohibit other classes of the community, the urban population 
4n cities and towns, from importing liquor for their own use !—Well, prohibition means 
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entire prohibition. I think even that would be better than the present drinking evils. 
Of course, if all people were temperate, there would be no harm ; but if that is neces- 
sary to stop it altogether— 

6080a. Then you would stop the manufacture, importation and sale absolutely, ex- 
cept for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes !— Yes. 


By Judge McDonald : 


608la. Taking the cases that come before your court as a Magistrate, what propor- 
tion do you consider might be put down as the result of the liquor traffic /—I think 
there is only one class of cases that can be directly traced to the liquor traffic ; that is, 
acts of violence committed by persons under the influence of liquor. 

6082a. And the cases of persons convicted of drunkenness itself /— Yes. 

6083a. Do you think these are the only classes of cases !—Persons reduced to want 
by drinking may steal, but I do not think the graver class of cases are attributable to 
any extent to drink. 

6084a. What effect has the liquor traffic on the ‘eu or social condition of the peo- 
ple, so far as your observation goes !—I have not considered that sufficiently to answer. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


6085a. Is there any reason why saloons which are mere drinking shops should con- 
tinue to be licensed !—No, none whatever. 

6086a. You would favour cutting off all saloon licenses ?—All saloons that sold 
only liquor—I would stop them altogether. 

6087a. Do you think there are too many licenses issued now in the city of London ? 
—That is a point | am not sutliciently conversant with, to answer. Another thing, I 
think billiard rooms should be separated from drinking saloons. 

6088a. Would you refuse to license billiard tables in places where liquors are sold ? 
—I would. 

6089a. Have you noticed any improvement, so far as the record of your court goes, 
since the number of licenses issued has been reduced, and the hours of sale shortened 1— 
No, I cannot say that I have. I donot think there has been much change. 

6090a. The Police Court Clerk told us that since the hours of sale were shortened, 
the vendors have opened places upstairs and down in the cellars, to evade the law by 
selling after the prohibited hours. Do you know anything about that ?—I do not recol- 
lect a case of that kind this year. That has occurred in other years; hotel men would 
sell in other parts of their houses than the bar-rooms; but I do not recollect any this 
year. I would not be positive on that point. . 


By Judge McDonald : 


609la. Have you considered whether the traffic, as carried on, has effects on other 
business interests in the community !—No. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6092a. The view was presented here this morning that one of the reasons the Scott 
Act was repealed in Middlesex was that the sale being permitted in London, people 
who required liquor came to town, and their trade was diverted from the local merchants 
to London. Have you anything to say as to that’—Nothing. The country people 
came to town for their liquor. That trade was, I suppose, concentrated in the town. 

6093a. But I think the idea was that they did other business when they came to 
town for liquor ?—That idea was prevalent. I think that people who came to town to 
buy one thing bought others. 

6094a. What would you say was the effect of the suppression of the liquor business 
in the country districts, so far as the business interests of those districts were concerned ? 
—I have no idea at all. 
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THOMAS ALEXANDER, of London, Inland Revenue Officer, on being duly 
sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald: 


6095a. How long have you resided in London ?— Upwards of ten years. 

6096a. Have you been connected with the Inland Revenue all that time /—Yes. 

6097a. You were connected with it, in Kingston, previously ?—Yes. I have been 
twenty-three years in the service. 

6098a. Have you any figures for us !—I have taken some figures from our books 
with reference to the only liquors we manufacture here, that is, beer, ale and porter. 
We do not manufacture spirits. 
»  6099a. What is the size of your district !—It consists of Elgin, Middlesex and 
Lambton, including the cities in those counties. 

6100a. Do the figures refer to the whole district ?— Yes. 

610!a. How many breweries are there inthe district?—There are breweries at 
Sarnia, St. Thomas, one at Strathroy, and three here—two large ones and one small one. 

6102a. Do these breweries make lager beer as well as ale?—Some of them do. 
Carling makes both, and lager beer is made in Strathroy and St. Thomas. 

6103a. What figures have you?—The Scott Act was in force, I think, in the three 
counties about the same time. We, of course, collect the duty on the malt, and if you 
want to ascertain the quantity of barley used in making this malt, the malt produced is 
about seventy-five per cent of the grain used, so that if you add one-third to the quan- 
tity of malt, it gives the quantity of grain. I give the pounds of malt used and the 
gallons of malt liquors produced in the district in each fiscal year. 


Pounds of Malt. Gallons of Malt Liquors. 


SS 6207 ells aaah: oh Ath iy 4,699,272 1,686,235 
eS Orie pene as Lou ML Win 4,735,689 1,750,783 
Sea re ed a 4,619,364 1,666,313 
SOs 0m Be otay en Awe dy cAeN es * 4,980,184 1,787,985 
ROOOROT UM sams iikeht tn Menrn eo: 4,666,438 1,711,812 
OTE Oy Ae ear lore: Wein teat 3,894,558 1,425,620 
UD S05 emer ING AY veh 8 See as 3,981,210 1,461,251 


I may say that up to 1890 the duty on malt was one cent a pound; since that time it 
has been two cents a pound. 

6104a. From 1886-87 to 1890-91 the quantity of malt liquor produced:-appears to 
have been very nearly the same each year ?— Very nearly thesame. Yet after the Scott 
Act period, it is very strange, the figures seem to fall off a little. 

6105a. Have you any means of knowing whether the malt liquor made in those 
years was sent out of the district or consumed in it ?—It was consumed in the district. 
Of course, brewers like Carling and Labatt shipped a great deal away from here to 
Montreal, Hamilton, Ottawa and Toronto, but with the other brewers it is mostly local 
consumption. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


6106a. Was there the same increase in the business of the breweries in the smaller 
places during the Scott Act period as in the case of Labatt and Carling !—I do not 
think it was quite as large with them. There was a certain amount of restriction about 
it. They had to be careful where they sent their liquor. 

6107a. Was there any difference in the sales of beer in St. Thomas and Strathroy ? 
—I think there was a little dimunition, but I do not think it was of much account. 

6108a. Was that due to the fact that the Scott Act was in force !—I think so. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6109a. Have you any statement showing the quantity of liquor taken out of bond 
in the same periods ?—Yes. I had no time to get them farther back than in 1888, 
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From that time the quantities taken out of bond, and the duty paid in each fiscal year 
were :— 


Quantity. Duty paid. 
TS STO Omran entree carat. hie ge uy io 82,931 gallons $107,875 
LOSS SOOM ee EL NPM onal G2) ky Uae) animes 113,788 
PS SO SIO M BerOR Ne reer. cre ee ss 81,927 ¥ 106,505 
1SCOn Ct etme ti te ok bw ete Ne 57,065 « 74,296 
OO OD Os ere er bh ocye subs, 4 2 Aehae DO14- ase 84,224 


6110a. The increase in the rate of duty makes the amount collected in the low 

years relatively larger than the amount collected in the higher years ?— Yes. 
By Mr. Clarke : 

611la. Is this liquor that is taken out of bond largely consumed in this district ? 
—Oh yes, pretty much all consumed here. It is brought here from the distilleries and 
put into bonded warehouses, and it is delivered to the owners here on.the payment of 
the duty, and as a rule it is consumed in these three counties. There might be some 
sent to Ingersoll and Woodstock, but a very small proportion I should say. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6112a. Did you have any opportunity of observing personally the working of the 
Scott Act in these three counties ?—I had a little. 

6113a. I suppose your duties called you about from place to place /—Yes. 

6114a. How did you find it observed ?—I found the law being violated, and not 
very strictly observed. 

6115a. Have you been troubled in your district with illicit stills ?—Not at all. We 
had one at Sarnia within six years, and we had one here. But illicit distillation is 
carried on to no extent here at all. 

6115}a. Have you any wine making carried on in these counties /—None at all. It 
is done in Hssex. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6116a. What do you say as to the decrease of the amount of liquor taken out for 
consumption in 1891 and 1892 as compared with the amounts taken out in 1889 and 
1890 ?—I think there is more of a temperance sentiment in the country. 

6117a. You think that accounts for the decrease from 1889 to the present time ?— 
Yes, that is one cause. Another cause is the increase in the costs of spirits. 

61180. Had the Scott Act anything todo with the decrease in the quantity con- 
sumed ?—It does not appear to have had. 

61194. Could we come to any conclusion from these figures as to the effect the 
Scott Act had on the consumption of liquor during the three years it was in force }—I 
do not know, but probably there would be more spirits consumed under the Scott Act, 
for the simple reason that they are more easily concealed. 

6120a. But what about the beer /—There seems to have been not very much change ? 
—Not very much in the beer. 

612la. Would there be a larger quantity of beer sent out of the district ?—Yes, they 
made efforts to get it introduced into counties where the Scott Act was not in vogue. 

6122a. Do you think the Scott Act had an effect in decreasing the quantity of beer 
sold!—Yes, I think it had; but the spirits were more easily concealed in small pack- 
ages. 

a 6123a. Have you any information as to the amount of trade done in small packages 
during the Scott Act period /—No, I have not. They cannot take less than fifty gallons 
out of bond at a time ; consequently I could not have much information on that point. 
If a merchant had a bonding warehouse, he could take it out, and then break it up into 
what bulk he chose. 

6124a. From what experience you have had in observing the Scott Act in its 
operation in your district, what conclusion did you come to in regard to it as an educator 
of the people ?—It was a failure. 

Tuomas ALEXANDER. 
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6125a. Did it not educate the people !—I don’t think so. 

6126a. Do you know anything of the operation of a prohibitory law anywhere else 
than in these counties that were under the Scott Act !—I have no knowledge of it. 

6127a. Do you know anything about adulteration /—Only what I have learned from 
the Department, that in all the samples of spirits that have been analysed the percentage 
of adulteration is little or nothing. The principal adulteration is water; but there is 
very little done in the way of adulteration of spirits. I am talking about whiskies. 
Wines and brandies, where they are made from flavouring very strong spirits, may be 
adulterated. 


By Judge McDonald :* 


6128a, Have you any compounders in this district /—No licensed compounders. 

61294. If there is any compounding in this district the liquor men do it themselves 
—Yes, 

6130a. Have you any reason to believe that labels are used improperly in your 
district !—I have no knowledge of it. Of course there is a penalty against anything of 
that kind, 

613la. Are there any suggestions that occur to you in connection with your duties 
that you could make to us in the line of our inquiry !/—No. Of course, I hold views in 
reference to a prohibitory law that differ from those of some others. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6132a. What are your views regarding the entire prohibition of the traffic?—I do 
not think it could be successfully enforced on account of the easy method that can be 
resorted to for making spirits. Spirits are very easily manufactured and that might 
cause a great deal of trouble to enforce the law, and at the same time be very injurious 
to the people morally on account of the illicit manufacture. 

6133a. What is your explanation of the repeal of the Scott Act in the counties 
where it had been in force three years !—I think the people were impressed with the idea 
that it was better to have the traffic placed under a proper license law and under proper 
regulation than in a disorganized condition, selling liquor on the sly. 

6134a. They thought it was better to have the trade restricted and under surveil- 
lance 1—Yes, and under proper supervision. My idea is to have a good high license fee 
and a good law well administered, and a restriction doing away with saloons entirely. I 
would not have a saloon in the place at all, 

6135a. You would confine the licenses to hotels and taverns!’—Yes, and make 
it compulsory to teach the principles of temperance in the public schools. 

6136a. But we would be teaching with one hand, avoiding the teaching with the 
other by licensing, wouldn’t we?—Yes, but they would then know themselves, and take 
take their own course. 

6137a. Would you favour taking away the license after the second or third con- 
viction?—Yes. I would not grant a license after the third conviction. 

6138. It has been suggested in some places that it would be a salutary provision 
to deprive the premises of a license in the event of the licensee being convicted three 
times ?—That is a very difficult thing to do. I have not considered it. 

6139a. It was thought it might result in the owner of the property aiding the 
authorities in inforcing the observance of the liquor law by his tenants!—I would not 
like to express an opinion on that. 

6140a. Are there too many licensed places in this city at present, for the legitimate 
business requirements of the city, apart from the saloons !—As far as the hoteles are con- 
cerned, I don’t think there are ; but, as I said before, I would not be in favour of 
grantin g saloon licenses. 
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‘ JOHN GARVEY, of London, Liquor Merchant, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows : 


By Judge McDonald : 


6141a. Where do you reside !—In London. 

6142a. Whatis your occupation or calling /—I am a liquor merchant. I have been 
a grocer and liquor merchant. 

6143. How long have you resided in London /—Seven years and a-half. 

6144a. Have you given up the grocery business!—I have turned it over to my 
son. 

6145a. And you conduct the liquor business yourself ?— Yes. 

6146a. You have a shop license ?—Yes, since I have been here. I have been in 
the business twenty-four years. IJ have been engaged in the liquor traffic twenty-nine 

ears. 

y 6147a. Then you have been in that business ever since you have been in London ? 
—Yes. 

6148a. Is your sale of liquor confined to London, or do you sell to other places !— 
We sell to other places. 

6149a. Your license does not limit you as to that: you sell above three half pints ? 
—Three half pints up to any quantity. 

6150a. You sell to persons in the trade in the city of London ?—Yes, and also out- 
side of the city. 

615la. Were you engaged in the traffic when the Scott Act was in force in the 
county of Middlesex ?—Yes. 

6152a. And before /—And before. 

6153a. And since !—And since. 

6154a. Can you tell us how your sales were before the Scott Act was in force in 
Middlesex, during the time and since !—I came here the year before the Scott Act came 
into force in the county, and I was only working up that trade. We did a larger trade 
since that than we did previously ; but it might be accounted for by working up the 
trade. 

6155a. How was it during the Scott Act We did a large trade during Scott Act 
times—made more money than we did since. 

6156a. Did you sell more during the time of the Scott Act !—No. 

6157a. How did you make more money !—We got better prices. It was shipped 
from here. 

6158a. Would local dealers send to you for it, or would private individuals get it 
for their own use ?—It was shipped to various counties all around here, besides Middle- 
Sex. 

6159a. Other counties under the Scott Act ?—Yes. 

6160a. Was liquor shipped from here at all for private use to other counties /—Oh 

es. 

616la. What sized packages would be shipped in those cases !—About five gallons 
was the largest. 

6162a. Would the orders come through the post office ?—Yes, principally. Of 
course, sometimes ten gallons was shipped, but five was the usual thing. 

6163a. Would it be sent to people by express /—By express. 

6164a. Did many people from these counties come to London to buy !—Yes, a good 
many of them did. 

6165a. From the adjacent country here !/—Yes. 

6166a. It was stated to-day that people who came into the city to buy liquor would 
also buy other goods, that perhaps, but for that, they would have bought at home ?—I 
could not say there was much in that, not being in any traffic but our own. The great 
bulk of my trade is not done from here at all—it is done from the distillery. We take: 
the orders, and ship from the distillery direct. 

JOHN: GARVEY. 
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6167a. How did you do in those cases?—There was more sold from here during 
the time of the Scott Act, than there is at the present time. That is accounted for by 
not shipping so much from the distillery. 

6168a. Was much sold to hotel people during the time the Scott Act was in force ? 
—Yes, there was. 

6169a. Was any shipped to men who had not been in the liquor trade before the 
law came in force—men who just then opened up a liquor business ?—Yes, there was. 

6170a. Do you also deal in ales ’—Yes. 

6171la. Did you ship much ale 1—No, we do not ship any in wood. There was a 
large bottled trade done. 

6172a. Any more than for private consumption ?—I could not say there was more 
than usual. 

6173a. As aman engaged in the traffic, what do you say as to the working of 
the license law in the city? Are the restrictions placed on the traffic under the license 
law in your opinion fair !—Generally so, with few exceptions. 

6174a. What are the exceptions !—Of course, I am only expressing an opinion. I 
do not think it is any great benefit to close up public houses too early in the evening— 
hotels. 

6175a. We are told that in this city they are closed at 10.26 ?7—Yes. 

6176a. Why can there be any necessity for places being open after that ?—Because 
trains come in between ten and eleven o’clock, and the places should be open. 

6177a. What about the trains that come in between eleven and twelve !—Very few 
come in then. 

6178a. If the railroads were to change the time of their trains so that they would 
come in then, would you favour keeping open for them ?—No, I would not. 

6179a. Where would you draw the line ?—At eleven o’clock. 

6180a. Would that be fair to the customer that arrives afterwards ?—I think if he 
is a guest at a hotel and takes a room, he should get it. 

6181la. Of course, a law is made for the Province !—This is the first season we have 
had them closed up before twelve o'clock. I do not think it is any benefit, but it is a 
great detriment to the man who is at a large expense in keeping up his hotel. 

6182a. It has been stated here by an official that although the law says they must 
close at ten o’clock, the law is evaded by their having sales in upper rooms and cellars ? 
—TI do not know about that. JI always understood that if a guest came to a house and 
took a room, he could have liquor sent there. 

6183a. So far as you know, the law as to closing at 10.27 is observed !—Yes. 

6184a. What is the expense to the proprietor that you speak of —The expense of 
running a large hotel is enormous. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6185a. Is not the expense lessened by closing at ten o’clock !—In what way ? 

6186a. The gas is saved?—The gas is nothing. There is a large staff for the hotel. 
The Tecumseh House has thirty-three hands. 

6187a. It does not take thirty-three to run the bar?—I am not talking about the 
bar, but the whole staff of the hotel. I think there is no hotel in this country that can 
run without a bar. If you try to do that, you will have to increase the rates to double 
what they are now. Instead of charging $2.50 a day you would have to charge $5. 

61880. Is the bar worth $2.50 for each guest of the hotel ?—TI do not say that, but 
with the immense cost of running a hotel, it would not pay at present rates without a bar. 

6189a. So that a person stopping at a hotel gets his accommodation for less than 
cost /—If a man goes to a hotel and only pays twenty-five cents for his dinner, the hotel 
is better off without him, so far as making anything is concerned. 

6190a. Are there any amendments you would advocate in the provisions of the 
license law ?—I think the license law is better than no law, as we had under the Scott 
Act. I had experience of the Dunkin Act in Peterborough before I came here. 

619la. How did it work ?—Jt was an utter failure. 

61920. Are you; avour of the Scott Act, or did you aid in its repeal ?—I voted 

cr n f against it when it was put before the county. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


6193a. If you found it beneficial to your business, on what grounds did you do 
that ?—I did it on principle, because I do not believe in laws of that kind. 

6194a. You are willing to sacrifice the benefit you yourself get for the sake of the 
public good ?—I do not believe in a prohibitory law that tells a man what he must eat 
and drink. 

6195. In your business do you get any sale for native wines /—Yes. 

6196a. Is it increasing /—Yes, largely. 

6197a. Are those wines a wholesome drink ?—I think they are; that is, in limited 
quantity. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6198a. They are intoxicants ?—To a certain degree. 


WILLIAM BELL, of London, Relief Officer, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald: 


6199a. You reside in London ?—Yes. 

6200a. And you are the Relief Officer for the city /—Yes. 

620la. How long have you resided in London !—Twenty-seven years. 

6202a. How long have you been Relief Officer /—Eleven years, come April. 

6203a. What are your duties as Relief Officer !—To investigate and see that the 
proper persons get relief. 

6204a. In cases where application is made for relief, owing to poverty, you look 
into each case and see if it is deserving, and the best kind of relief to be given !—Yes, 
and report to the Mayor. ' 

6205a. In making these investigations, are you led to believe that any large pro- 
portion of the poverty of this city is to be attributed to intemperate habits on the part 
of the people receiving relief or those connected with them ?—Yes, part of it is. Out of 
one hundred and forty-three cases of relief last winter forty were caused by drink. Of 
course, we have a lot of old people, widows and orphans who are not addicted to drink. 

6206a. In the case of the widows and orphans you speak of, were you able to trace 
back and see whether their poverty was caused by intemperance on the part of the hus- 
bands or brothers ’—Some of them were, but I did not trace that back. 

6207a You did not investigate that !—No, I did not. 

6208a. Do you find much poverty in the city ?—There is not much now. I took 
these cases in the depth of winter. 

6209a. We have been told that $5,000 is voted by the City Council for charitable 
purposes /—Yes, but a part of that goes to the homes—the Aged Men’s Home, the House 
of Refuge and others. 

6210a. Have you anything to do with those ?—Yes, I have looked after some of 
those. 

621la. Have you found that many of those have been brought there through in- 
temperance /—Yes, some of them have. We have some pensioners and all sorts there. 

6212a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law !/—No, 
I have had nothing to do with it. 

6213a. Do you favour the enactment of such a law, prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes?—I have not given 
that a thought. 

6214a. In making your visits among the homes of these people, do you see much 
intemperance !— We have seen some. 

JOHN GARVEY. 
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6215a. Apart from those whose want is caused by intemperance, do you find drink- 
ing going on in the houses to any extent ?—Well, not much in the houses. Sometimes 
we catch them sending for it. 

6216a, These very people !—Yes. 

6217a. Have you reason to believe that the relief you give in the way of food or 
goods is ever used for the purpose of obtaining liquor !—No, I think not. We are very 
cautious about that. Of course, a good many get wood, groceries, bread, oatmeal and 
such things. 

6218. During the time you have known this section of the country, have you 
found an improvement among the people in sobriety and temperance !—I think there is a 
decided improvement. 

6219a. Had you any experience of the working of the Scott Act in the County of 
Middlesex ?—No. 

6220a. Do you make inquiry at all as to persons who are committed to gaol ?—I 
have a record of all these people. Of course I generally know who go to gaol. 

6221a. Are some of these included in that forty !—Yes. 

6222a. Have you ever considered whether in the case of persons convicted of 
drunkenness repeatedly, and sent to gaol for short terms, it would not be better to sen- 
tence them for longer terms to some place where reformatory influences would be brought 
to bear on them !—Some. of them I would send and not let out again. 

6223a. Some of them you would send until they were reformed ?— Yes. 

6224a.—In doing that, you would get rid of their intemperance ?— Yes. 

6225a. Would you favour a law that would prevent the importation, manufacture 
and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes ?—I have not given that a thought. 
I am not a temperance man myself. Iam very near it. I can take a glass myself or 
leave it alone. That is my idea. 

6226a. Are there any suggestions you would make yourself in regard to this ques- 
tion /—No. 


JOHN LABATT, of London, brewer, having been duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


6227a. You reside in London !—Yes. 

6228. And you are engaged in the brewing and malting business ’— Yes. 

6229a. How long have you lived in London ’—Since 1847 except for five years, 
when I was away in the States. 

6230a. How long have you been engaged in the brewing and malting business ?— 
About thirty-eight years. ' 

623lq. All the time in London?—No. Five years away from London. Four years 
in Virginia, and one year in Prescott. 

6232a. In Prescott, I suppose, you had to do with the brewery now carried on by 
Mr. George Labatt !—Yes, I was the first there. 

623 ae In case of the enactment of a law prohibiting the manufacture oe: malt 
liquors, would injury be inflicted upon you in the way of loss “of machinery 
I think my premises would not be worth anything scarcely. They are not es ie for 
anything else, in the way they are constructed. 

6234a. Do the statute or departmental regulations require you to have certain 
fittings in carrying on the brewing business 1_Yes, 


By Mr. Clarke ; 


6235a. Whether the departmental regulations required you to have them or not, 
as a matter of fact, to carry on your business you must have them !—Oh, yes. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


6236a. Your business was, of course, carried on in London at the time the Scott 
Act was in force, did you find the manufacture of malt liquors decrease ?—-No. I made 
more inoney during the Scott Act time than I ever did since or before. 

6237a. How do you account for that ?—I don’t know, but such is the fact. 

By Mr. Clarke : 

6238a. Was that from sales in those counties where the Scott Act was in force ?— 
I don’t know where the sales were made, but we made more money. 

6239a. Were there sales made in the counties where the Scott Act was in force ?— 
Oh, yes. 

6240a. Were there any special reasons, in the way of duties or anything else, why 
the sales should have been more profitable during those years t—I think one reason was 
that we changed the business considerably from draft ale to bottled, and the sales did 
not fall off. 

6241la. The bottled ale is more profitable than the draft ale?’—Yes, something 
more. 


. 


By Judge McDonald: 


6242a. To what do youattribute the increase in the bottled trade ?—I think a good 
many of the customers thought they could not get draft ale in barrels, and they got the 
bottled ale. 

6243a. Were packages with bottles in them sent out to any extent to those outer 
counties !—Not direct by us; but I have a pretty good idea there were. 

6244a, There was an intermediary between you and those people !—Oh, yes, there 
always has been, whether the Scott Act is in force or not. We sell through agents all 
over the country. 

6245a. Mr. George Labatt is a brother of yours !—Yes. 

6246a. He told us that his sales had increased very much during the Scott Act 
period, but he attributed it to the fact that people near by who had not previously dealt 
with him preferred to buy in small quantities rather than order the large quantities 
they had been accustomed to do from western dealers, as they did not wish to run the 
risk of having too large a stock on hand in case of seizures. Would that account for 
your business increasing !/—Our business did not seem to fall off during the time of the 
Scott Act. It went on about the same. 

6247--8a, Can you give us a statement of your output for the three years immediately 
preceding the Scott Act period, the three years when it was in force, and the three 
years subsequent !—I will do so. 

6249a. Did you see anything yourself of the operation of the Scott Act in the 
counties?—No; I don’t travel out much from the brewery. But I always found, if I 
was in a Scott Act county and wanted a glass of ale, I could get it without any trouble. 

6250a. How many men do you employ ?/—About fifty, men and boys. 

6251a. Are these men and boys of sober habits?—Yes, there is not an unsteady 
man about the brewery. 

6252a. You do not find, then, that working in the business has the effect of pro- 
ducing intemperate habits /—No. 

6253a. Were you, yourself, a supporter of the Scott Act ?—No. 

6254a. Did you favour its repeal ?—Yes. 

6255a. For what reason !—I thought it was a big humbug. I thought it did more 
harm than good. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6256a. But you were making more money under it ?—We did, but I would rather 
do business in a legitimate, straightforward way under a proper license law. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6257a. Did you have any difficulty during the Scott Act period from people who 
were supplied with ales repudiating payment, on the ground that they lived in a Scott 
JOHN LABATT. 
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Act county /—Some of them. We do not deal direct with those people. If anyone 
came to buy ales from us, I did not care whether it was from a Scott Act county or not, 
I would sell it. 

6258a. As a general thing the payment would be made at the time ?—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


6259a. The evidence you have given, and the returns from the Inland Revenue 
Department, show that there was not a decrease in the consumption during the time of 
the Scott Act ?—There was not a decrease in my business. 

6260a. How, then, do you account for the trade being opposed to the Act ?—Be- 
cause their business was in confusion and upset. 

6261la. If the Scott Act had been allowed to remain in force, would not business 
have gone on the same as before /—I suppose it would. 

6262a. How was it that the trade used every effort to get the Act repealed !—J ust 
from what I say. It was a constant state of worry. If you sold to those people, you 
could not legally collect from them, and it was harrassing all the time. I would rather 
make less money and have the business legal, than have all that worry. 

6263a. Do you know anything of the native wine industry /—No. 

6264a. You have not been brought into contact with it at all !—No. 


WILLIAM BOWMAN, of London, manufacturer, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


6265a. Your residence is the city of London ?—Yes. 

6266a. What is your business, occupation or calling /—I am a coal and wood dealer, 
also a manufacturer of chemicals and other matters. 

6267a. You have been an alderman of the city ?—Yes. 

6268a. How long have you been an alderman !—I was in one vear, and was chair- 
man of number one committee. 

6269a. How long have you lived in the city !—Thirty-seven years. 

6270a. What ward did you represent !/—Number three. 

627la. During your residence of so many years in the city, have you noticed an 
increase of temperance sentiment !—I have, largely. 

6272a. And an improvement in the habits of the people as to sobriety —Corres- 
pondingly. 

6273a. Have you had any experience of the workings of a prohibitory law ’—I took 
an active part in the Scott Act contest in the county of Middlesex, and I saw something 
approaching a prohibitory law in England, on the property of the Earl of Derby in 
Liverpool, where is a district nearly three-quarters of a mile square, there is not a place 
for the sale of liquor allowed. 

6274a. What was the result—good order ?—Yes, good order. There is not a police- 
man required in the district. 

6275a. What class of people live there !—A good class of people. It borders on a 

ark. 

4 6276a. Did you, yourself, see the working of the Scott Act in the county of Mid- 
dlesex !—I saw it in the east end. 

6277a. How did it work ?—It worked well there, because we had a good-Inspector, 
aman who did his duty. But it was very different in the neighbouring county of Elgin. 

6278a. Were you there much ?—I was there considerably. 

6279a. Did you see much drinking there /—I saw teams loaded with liquor, and 
the smell of liquor coming out of the best hotels, was so strong you could smell it for 
half a mile. 

6280a. Did you see many drunken people /—Yes, a good many. 
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6281a. More than under license /-—Oh, I don’t know. 

6282a. You would not know a prohibitory law was in force in that county ?—No. 
Only I saw that the liquor on drays was covered. 

6283a. In East Middlesex you saw a more satisfactory state of things 1—Yes. 

6284a. Is it your opinion that the Scott Act was a benefit in that riding ?—Yes, 
that is my opinion. 

6285a. Do you know anything of the other ridings?—No, I do not. I did not 
visit them. 

6286a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Scott Act in Middlesex ?—I 
attribute it to this: A great many men did not realize that there was an old craving 
until they got the Scott Act, and then they went back on their record. 

6287a. East Middlesex is near London ?—Yes, it borders on London. 

6288a. Were you told that these men could get liquor in London ?—Yes, that was 
the trouble. 

6289a. When they could get liquor so near at hand, why would they want to repeal 
the Scott Act /—Because they wanted to get it without so much trouble. 

6290a. How do you find matters since the Scott Act was repealed ?—I don’t see 
much difference. 

629la. Are the people orderly and law-abiding ?—I think so. 

6292. Do you think the Scott Act had a good effect in that respect ?—I think it 
had, on the young people coming up. Those who did not get into the habit of going to 
London remained sober afterwards. ’ 

6293a. Did you call attention to the neglect of duty on the part of the Inspector 
in Elgin ?—It was called attention to time and again, but it was of no use. The thing 
was so flagrant that everybody noticed it. 

6294a. Did it remain that way to the end ?—Yes. 

6295a. And the Act was repealed there too ?—Yes. 

6296a. I suppose you employ labour ?—TI do. 

6297a. How many men do you employ !—Between our two concerns, forty or fifty 
men. 

6298a. Do you find that your business is injuriously affected by the liquor traffic ? 
—We would not have a man that drinks, on the premises. 

6299a. Do you require your men to be total abstainers!—No, but they must not 
drink to affect their capacity. 

6300a. Have you suffered very much in your business from drinking ?—Very little. 

6301a. Is your business one in which one man is affected by another, or does each 
work independently on his own line !—No, each works on his own line. 

6302a. Are you yourself favourable to prohibition ?—I am. 

6303a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Dom- 
inion !— Yes. 

63040. Preventing the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors 
for beverage purposes !—Yes, for any purpose. 

6305a. Would you not allow it for mechanical, medicinal and sacramental purposes 4 
—I would not have it for sacramental purposes, but for medicinal purposes it might be 
allowable. 

6306a. During the time of the Scott Act was there much trouble with doctors’ 
prescriptions !— Very little. 

6307a. In case of the enactment of such a prohibitory law as you have spoken of, 
would you favour the compensation of brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery 
that would be rendered useless !—That is a complicated question. Looking at it from 
the standpoint of business, I would say they ought to be compensated ; but looking at 
it from another standpoint, they knew the nature of the business, and that it is only 
from year to year; they know full well the effects of the traffic on the public ; and if a 
man is engaged in business of that sort, in which he makes thirty or forty thousand 
dollars a year, I think his plant ought to be sacrificed. 

6308a. Can you fairly say that a brewer’s or a distiller’s business is from year to 
year?—Yes. He gets his license from year to year. 
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6309a. Is it not assured to him as long as he pays his license and complies with the 
requirements of the law? For instance, the Government requires him to keep liquor 
two years before he sells it /—They take their risk. Walker a few years ago was worth 
nothing ; now he is a millionaire, and he got it all out of the public. A year or two 
ago the Carling Company made application to the City Council for a reduction of their 
license, on the ground of the loss they had suffered on account of the operation of the 
Scott Act. 

6310a. Did the Council grant the application ?—Not to my knowledge. 

631la. In case of the enactment of such a law, how do you propose to make good 
the revenue which the Dominion, the Provinces and the municipalities would lose in 
consequence of it? For instance, the Dominion revenue from the liquor traffic is now 
between six and seven million dollars !—I say that the people pay that through a cir- 
cuitous channel by ruining their health. They might as well pay it in another way and 
save their health. 

6312a. What other way would you suggest ?—I would leave that to the law makers. 

6313a. The law makers want to get your views?—They might tax the people to 
pay that. 

6314a. In other words, you would be willing to have direct taxation to make up 
the loss of revenue !—Certainly I would. 

6315a. And the same for the Provinces and municipalities/—The same there. I 
would say that the community had better pay it directly than through the circuitous 
channel. 

6316a. Do you notice much drunkenness in London ?—London has very much im- 
proved, but you cannot go down our streets at night without seeing that a large number 
of young men are on the road to be ruined by going to the taverns at night. If I saw 
a young man in my employment coming out of a tavern at ten o’clock at night, that 
would be the end of his employment by me. 

6317a. Even though he might be sober !—Yes, because I would see that he was 
associated with those who would lead him on the road of ruin. 

6318a. You surely would not go to the length of dismissing him for that. You 
mean to say that you would be observant of him’?—I would be doubtful of hin. I 
would not dismiss him, perhaps, but my confidence in him would be gone. 

6319a. Do you think the closing of bars at ten o’clock instead of eleven has been a 
benefit !—I do. 

6320a. Would you make the hour of closing still earlier 1—Yes. 

632la. Would you make it seven o’clock as on Saturday night /—Yes. 

6322a. Do you notice whether the licensees do observe the Saturday night and 
Sunday law 1—There have been one or two parties fined of late. 

6323a. Do you think there has been an improvement in that respect !—Yes. I have 
had to do with the youth of the city for the last twenty or thirty years as a superinten- 
dent of a Sabbath school, and I have seen a good many of the effects of drink. 

6324a. You favour prohibition from the idea that it will produce temperance habits 
among the people. That is my idea. 

6325a. Have you reason to believe that much unlicensed sale goes on in the city ? 
—I do not think there is much. I think our first-class Inspector looks after the matter 
pretty well. 

6326a. If you are to have a license law, you think it is as well administered in 
London as anywhere ?—I do. 

6327a. Do you know anything of the native wine industry ’—1 do not. 

6328a. In the event of the enactment of a prohibitory law, would you prevent men 
making wine, for their own use, from grapes grown by themselves !—If it was for their 
own use, I would not interfere with them. 

6329a. Or his own cider froin his own apples !—I would not prevent that. 

6330a. Are there any suggestions you would make yourself, based on your own 
experience, either as to the license law or prohibition ?—We have not had much expe- 
rience of prohibition, but we have had experience of the License Law, and I think matters 
could not be made worse, and I think prohibition is the coming law for our land and 
all civilized society. . 
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6331la. Do you know any country in which such a law is in force ?—I do not, be- 
cause this drinking habit has existed from time immemorial. When I was a boy it was 
thought that a man was no man at all if he did not drink : but churches and temperance 
institutions, and our medical faculty, have tended to dissipate a large amount of igno- 
rance on the subject. 

6332a. All along the line you think there has been an improvement in that respect ? 
—Yes. 

6333a. In case you did not get total prohibition, or even prohibition in a limited 
sense, you would favour a license law rather than the unrestricted sale of liquor, 
I suppose ?—It is a question that is rather doubtful. As a Christian man, I object to 
receiving money from such a source. 

6334a. You object to the licensing of the traffic /—Yes, on principle. 

6335a. You look on it as an evil ?—Yes. 

6336a. As a member of the community you find that if there is a license granted 
by that community you are indirectly connected with it, whereas if there is free sale, 
you are not responsible for that 1—Yes. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6337a. As between the two, which would you prefer, free sale or license /—There 
are two views to takeof it. In one case you might restrict it so much as to make it 
appear respectable ; in the other case it would become so disgraceful that it would be its 
own cure. 

6338a. In regard to the license law, you only favour its restrictive features ?— Yes. 

6339a. In regard to the saloons /—I would wipe them out altogether. 

6340a. License or no license !— Yes. 

6341a. You think they are more injurious than the hotels ?—Oh, ten to one. 

63420. With regard to the treatment of drunkards: they are now sentenced to 
jail for a term of ten, twenty, thirty or sixty days. Have you considered whether that 
treatment is good in its effect or not /—I know that they come out better men physi- 
cally than they went in; but as soon as they come out, there is the sign of the liquor 
shop again, and off they go. They are not there long enough. 

6343a. You would approve of sending a man down for a longer period ?—I would. 
T would send him down long enough to get cured of the appetite. The present system 
is a farce. It does not work a cure. 

6344. Would you favour special establishments for these people and making them 
work !—That is, making them work for a living, and put them under special treatment. 

6345a. Are there any suggestions you would make ’—Only that the best security 
is not to let them have it at all. 

6346u. In the State of Maine the importation of liquor for private use is not pro- 
hibited. Would you favour prohibition of that kind ?—I would prohibit anything being 
imported except for medicinal and mechanical uses. 

6347. Would you also prohibit the manufacture by people for their own use !—If 
you could restrict them to that, I would not prevent it ; but it is such a dishonourable 
business that 

6348. It would not be dishonourable for a person to make wine for his own use 
from grapes /—So far as that is concerned, I would not interfere. 

63490. But you would not allow him to sell?!—No, not without a medical prescription. 

6350a. Have you ever thought that illicit distillation would spring up as the result 
of prohibition ?—I do not think it. I think the temperance sentiment has got such a 
good hold on the country that it would not be tolerated. 

6351la. That people would not manufacture for their own use ?—I do not think 
they would attempt it. At any rate, the evil arising from it could not be considered 
against the good that would be accomplished. There are certain difficulties that would 
be about the pathway, and I suppose always will be. 

6352a. Have you ever been in Maine?—I was in Boston a good many years ago, 
when prohibition was carried there. 

6353a. How was it carried out there!—I put up at one of the best hotels in Boston, 
in which, off one of the passages, there was a nicely furnished room where a guest could 
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help himself to anything he required, and they would depend on his honour to pay for it 
when he settled his bill. That was thirty or forty years ago. 

63540. Was that a better plan than license’—There is no better to it at all. I 
think that would cure itself. If an Inspector did his duty he would cure it. It was evi- 
dent they were ashamed of the business, and anything a man got there he got on the sly. 

6355a. Have you been in Maine since the law came into force there?—I have not. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6356a. Have you had any experience as a manager of a railroad ?—I have. 

6357a. What railroad /—I was mechanical superintendent on the Great Western 
when it was first opened, and I was for seventeen years Engineer and Superintendent 
of the Port Stanley Railway. 

6358a. On those railroads had you stringent rules with regard to men who drank ? 
—TI would not allow them to drink at all. 

6359a, Had you any difficulty in carrying that out?—No. If I found a man to be 
a drinking man, there was the end of his services, and if I found a man once under the 
influence of liquor, I warned him that if it occurred again he would be dismissed. 

6360a. Had you any accidents from the use of liquor !—No, but on one occasion 
the engineer was so drunk that the fireman had to take his engine into Port Stanley. 
The men have a sort of freemasonry among themselves which keeps them from telling 
such things, but I found that out afterwards. Alongside of my establishment near the 
Grand Trunk Railway there is a tavern, and I have seen twenty or thirty railway men 
going there in a day to drink. 

636la. Do you know whether there is a restaurant at the station?—Yes, but I 
think the employees are not allowed to buy there ; but the taverns are so close to them 
that there is no restriction. 

6362a. Did you notice on the railroads whether the passengers carried liquor in 
flasks Not much in that respect. 

6363a. I suppose that altogether there is far less drinking than there used to be?— 
Oh, yes. 


6364a. Is there any further suggestion you would make yourself ?—No, I think not. 


THOMAS W. CASEY, recalled, submitted the following supplementary state- 
ment :— 

In regard to the workings of the license system, I think it is generally conceded 
that the system has been universally a failure, so far as preventing the evils of drunk- 
enness. It has been honestly tried in England for centuries, and to-day, in spite of it, 
the evil of drunkenness is the most formidable of all the evils of the country. 

It has been tried in Canada ever since we have had laws of our own at all, and the 
very fact of a Government Commission like this gives good indication how unsatis- 
factory its workings have been. I do not think we need look for any much more effectual 
regulation and restraint of the liquor trafic under any license laws than those now in 
force in Ontario. The law is very stringent, and the provisions for its enforcement, 
much as they have been abused in many districts, seem better than those in any of the 
other Provinces. As a matter of fact, the law was not nearly as well enforced under the 
old system of municipal control as it now is, and it would be a retrograde step to go 
back again to a system of municipal control. 

To show that not so much change for the better need be expected under the present 
license system, of itself, I think that the following facts are illustrative: The present 
Ontario License Act went into force in 1870, and at once the tavern licenses in the 
Province was reduced from 4,459 to 2,977, showing a decrease of 1,482 in the change 
from municipal to Provincial control. In 1877, there were but 2,845 tavern licenses 
issued in the Province, and until 1883, the license law was not interfered with to any 
considerable extent by the Scott Act. There was not any such gradual falling off in 
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the number of tavern licenses during that time, however, as many expected there would 
be. On the contrary, the number increased from 2,845 in 1877, to 3,363 in that seven 
years, or nearly 20 per cent. At the same time the number of commitments to the 
county jails for drunkenness increased from 3,363 in 1876, to 4,897 in 1883, or over 25 
per cent. I have never seen anything to,convince me but that both these classes of 
figures would have gone on increasing had the license law been left undisturbed. 

In 1883 the Scott Act began to be adopted in the counties of this Province, and in 
1886 it came pretty generally into force. The number of tavern licenses then went 
down to 1,567, and the next year to 1,496. The number of commitments to jails for 
drunkenness went down to 3,696 in 1885, and 3,555 in 1886, being a reduction of con- 
siderably over 25 per cent. I know of no reasons whatever for these reductions but the 
adoption of the Scott Act. 

The Dominion Inland Revenue returns also show that the quantity of spirits con- 
sumed per capita in the whole Dominion fell from 1-126 gallons in 1885 to ‘711 of a gal- 
lon in 1886. This was for the whole Dominion. TI have reason to believe that the fall- 
ing off in Ontario was considerably greater than that, but cannot now lay hand on the 
figures. The average consumption of spirits per capita since Confederation to 1885 had 
been considerably over one gallon. Since that year the average has been considerably 
less than three-fourths of a gallon. I believe that the operation of the Scott Act, and 
local option measures since, have had largely to do with that fact. 

That the Scott Act was fairly successful as a temperance measure in the estimation 
of the people seems pretty evident from the fact that the temperance people almost 
everywhere and almost universally opposed its repeal, while the liquor interests almost 
universally and everywhere worked with great energy for its repeal. 

The Act, however, was not a success for several reasons : 

1. It was a local measure only. There were few districts where it was in force 
where liquors could not be lawfully obtained near by. In the County of Lennox and 
Addington, for example, there were but four commitments to the jail for drunkenness 
during the last year of its enforcement, and I know that in two of these cases the liquors 
that had to do with them were purchased in a licensed tavern only a mile beyond the 
boundary. Kingston, on one side of the county, is but eight miles distant, and Dese- 
ronto on the other side one mile distant, and both had licensed liquor shops all the time 
in full blast. Men easily reached these points, and small quantities for illicit sellers 
were easily brought in, and yet the amount of drinking and drunkenness fell off wonder- 
fully. In the three years that the Act was in force the total number of commitments 
to the county jail for drunkenness was but 19; during the next three years—the only 
reports published up to this time—the number increased to 57. In a number of other 
counties the official figures tell a similar story. At one time the jail was without a sin- 
gle criminal for some weeks—a circumstance that has not occurred since, I believe, or 
had not occurred in years before. Even though the law has been repealed, I have it 
from the authority of the very intelligent and reliable Clerk of the Peace that the liquor 
tratlic has never recovered its former standing in the county. 

2. It was inefficiently enforced. This in some instances was, no doubt, owing to 
the Provincial Inspectors being unwilling or incapable men. In many places, however, 
the lack of funds to carry on the prosecutions greatly interfered. It was a Dominion 
Act and left to Provincial enforcement. The Act needed amendments to make it work- 
able by the Provincial machinery, and did not get them until it was too late for them 
to be of much value. The fines from the prosecutions and the fees from druggists’ licen- 
ses were, for a time at least, taken away by Dominion Acts, and the County Councils 
refused, in a majority of instances, to provide anything for their share of the expenses 
of prosecutions. These difficulties were removed in the end, but by that time the repeal 
movement began, and it became evident that the Act would not be generally adopted. I 
do not think that any more local prohibition measures will again meet the general appro- 
val of the people. 

The great body of the temperance people of Canada have always understood “a 
Prohibition Law ” to mean one prohibiting the manufacture and importation as well as 
the mere sale. Nearly all of the thousands of petitions that have been sent to Parlia- 
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ment during the last forty years have been for a three-fold law of that kind, and not for 
any partial measure. Such a law, I am well convinced, would be efficient and success- 
ful. 

For years and years past it has been found an easy thing to prohibit the unlawful 
manufacture on anything of a large scale. It cannot be done “on the sly” to any such 
considerable extent as to supply the sellers throughout the country. The importation 
can also be effectually prohibited by the present Customs machinery, and quite as easily 
as many other things that are now thus prohibited. What can be smuggled across our bor- 
ders here and there would be as but a drop to the bucket of what the sellers now use 
every day. With the supplies thus cut off, the sellers would not be at all difficult to man- 
age. A general law of that kind would, I am fully persuaded, be much more easily and 
efficiently enforced than the Scott Act or the present License Act. Cut off the supplies, 
as the prohibitionists have always been praying for, and the selling will easily be stop- 
ped. 

The legalized liquor traffic is not, so far as I can ascertain, any source of nett public 
revenue. The Province of Ontario, for example, got last year just $300,604 of revenue 
from the license system. There was paid out of the Provincial Treasury during the year 
the following sums :— 


PALIN ADOT LO biel UES UICC Ue pm sine) coeds So aieeictel salest rouche $391,689 
Hospitals: ands Charities ntti er ter arya ableaee. cee! Ass oh ces crahs 151,574 
TiiSame OA Sy UMS gay 1 eect ay a want) Sete waste de. ictor iad welt 185,081 
REL OTA VOLICS ALTA iy tiae is einstein eI Lees isl te"3 hs. 9,216 
Oerittiale Oia eas h ait nh ear ramen tami) APY. tae cts ht 46,915 
Tooele Ns) lidvou bl Vino) CISULICES: <5 sy. tae ee on yh oe 11,967 
Crown Counsell prosecution« Heese 5. dent eiou.a = ays hats tus 8,882 

SEN NIN oe A TUR AUR Ne ee Sen Coe $805,324 


Sir Oliver Mowat estimates, and very correctly no doubt, that three-fourths of all 
the crime and poverty and misery of the country are due to the results of the liquor 
traffic. All of the above items come under some of those classes. But even allowing 
but one-half of the above payments to that one source, it will be seen that over a hun- 
dred thousand dollars besides the revenue would be required to meet the expenses thus 
entailed. 

The Dominion Government got arevenue of less thantwoandaquarter million dollars 
last year from the importation of liquors and the grain for its manufacture. There went 
out of the country, however, a larger sum of money than that to pay for the liquors 
imported and consumed and the corn and malt imported and consumed in the manufac- 
ture. To meet that bill of imports, which added neither to the wealth, peace nor pro- 
gress of the people, it took about two-thirds of all our coal exported ; it took more than 
the total value of all our exports of gold, of copper, of nickel, of iron ore, of silver, of 
salt, and of coal oil ; it took nearly all the value of all our barley exported, or of the 
six and a half million bushels of oats exported. 

The Dominion Government got nearly five millions, all told, of excise duties in 
connection with the liquors manufactured in the country. The country, however, lost 
over a million bushels of grain destroyed in the manufacture, which ought to have been 
a part of our surplus for exportation, and ought to have brought back wealth to the 
country from its sale in foreign markets. 

Tt lost, too, as our late census returns will show, the labour of 373 persons directly 
employed in our distilleries, and 1,865 employed directly in our breweries, or 2,238 in 
all. It is well known that more than as many more are indirectly employed in that 
way, or over 5,000 men. There are at least another five thousand men employed in 
connection with the sale, or over ten thousand in all. The labour of these men, so far 
as promoting the real industrial wealth of Canada, is worse than lost. It is estimated 
that all labour, if judiciously employed, adds to the country’s wealth or resources to the 
extent of at least one dollar a day. By any such estimate as this the country is losing 
$10,000 a day in labour alone because of the continuance of the trattic. The figures go 
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to show that Canada loses more labour each year because of the drink traffic than it 
gains by all its immigration. 

There is also, according to a late Dominion Year Book, $15,368,953 of capital 
invested in the manufacture of liquors in this country—just at the time when many 
important industries that would add much to our wealth cannot be carried on for want 
of capital. That is a larger sum than is invested in all our cotton mills, and over three 
times as much as in all our cheese factories, and nearly twice as much as in agricultural 
implement making, and over three times as much as in our iron smelting, and eight 
times as much as in ship building, and nearly twice as much as in all our woollen 
factories. 

A prohibition law that would effectually stop the manufacture and importation and 
sale would let loose fully twenty millions of capital to be invested in other and more 
wealth-producing industries. It wou!d let loose the five thousand men now engaged in 
the manufacture, and the five thousand more engaged in the sale, for other lines of 
industries that would add wonderfully to Canada’s resources, besides the probably five 
thousand more who have ceased to become actual labourers because of drink, who are in 
the prisons, the hospitals, the sick or disabled resorts, or the asylums, either as prisoners 
or keepers or the like. 

One other source of revenue in connection with prohibition often overlooked is in 
the reformed men who would become sources of revenue to the Government. I know 
one well-known citizen who a few years ago drank heavily, and as a consequence was 
poor. He paid less than five dollars a year for municipal taxes, and a leading merchant 
who knows him well estimates that his family purchased less than fifty dollars worth a 
year of dutiable goods. He quit drinking when the sale was prohibited by the Scott 
Act, and has remained sober ever since. He is now fairly prosperous. Last year he 
paid $45.50 of municipal taxes, or five times as much as before, and the family purchased 
a little more than $300 worth of dutiable goods, or nearly six times as much as before. 
The increased revenue to the Dominion Government on these dutiable goods, at 20 per 
cent, was at least $50. His case is not an isolated one by any means. Under success- 
ful prohibition there would be thousands of such cases that would add to the revenue 
of the Government and the municipalities far more than the total loss of the entire 
drink traffic revenue. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6365«. How long have you resided here /—Only about a month. 
6366a. Do you know anything about the operation of the license law here !—No, 
nothing at all. 


6367«. You have nothing further to add to your statement or your former testimony ? 
—No. 


ROBERT A. CARUTHERS, of London, commercial traveller, on being duly 


sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


6368a. Where do you reside /—In London. 

6369a. How long have you resided here ?—Since 1866, in the city. I was born 
seven miles from here. 

6370a. What is your business, occupation or calling /—I am a commercial traveller. 

6371a. In what line of business /—For the Carling Brewing and Malting Company. 

6372a. How long have you been in that position /—Since the 14th of January last. 

6373a. What were you doing before that ?—I was employed in the hotel business 
in London, keeping a licensed house until a year ago last August, when I had to go out. 
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6374a. Between the time you were in the hotel business and the time you went to 
the Carling Company were you in any other business ?—No. 

6375a. Your license expired!—No. My year expired, and I was refused a renewal 
of the license ; but I was given three months’ notice. 

6376a. Had you kept a hotel with full accommodation ?’—Yes, double what the law 
required, and I had paid only three fines in seventeen years and six months. I was 
not fined once in the last eleven years. But men that were fined got licenses. 

6377a. Was any reason given you for not giving you a license ?—No. 

6378a. Did you inquire !-—-Yes. 

6379a. And what answer was given /—They told me I could do without it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6380a. Was there any politics in it ?—Yes, I guess there was. I think that politics 
had a great deal to do with it. 

6381a. Was there a reduction in the Humber of licenses recently /—There was a 
reduction of nineteen three years ago, and I think there was a further reduction of ten. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6382a. Did you keep a hotel during the time the Scott Act was in force in the County 
of Middlesex '—Yes. 

6383a. What was your experience of the working of the Act, judging from the 
travellers who came in from the county?—They could mostly get what they wanted 
through the county. 

6384a. Did people come from the county who partook of intoxicating liquors in 
your house ?—There were people came from the county. 

6385a. Do you know whether liquors were sent from the city to the county ’—I have 
drunk in hotels all through the county when the Scott Act was in force. 

6386. Did you find any difficulty in getting it +—No. 

6387a. What liquors would be on sale ?—Whisky and ale—mostly anything you 
asked for. ‘ 

6388a. Was it publicly sold in a bar, as under license /—It was not exactly as 
public, but you could get what you asked for. 

6389a. Was the liquor of as good quality as that sold under license /—The ales were 
about the same, but the other liquors were not. 

6390a. We were told that the liquors were often of a vile description /—It was bad. 

6391la. How about the price ?—I could never see any difference in price. They 
charged about the same in Scott Act times as at any other time. 

6392a. Had you an opportunity of voting for or against the Scott Act yourself !— 
No, I was in the city. 

6393a. How do you find the license law observed in the city !—It is observed very 
well in London, I think, as well as in any other place in Canada. I think it is better 
than in any other city in Canada, and I have reason to know. 

6394a. The Saturday night and Sunday law is well observed /—Yes. 

6395. How far do you travel as travelling agent for the Carling Company ?—I go 
south to the lake, and visit Port Stanley, St. Thomas, Strathroy, Ingersoll, Woodstock, 
St. Mary’s and other towns. 

6396a. None of those counties are now under the Scott Act ?—No, none of them. 

6397. Do you find the sale of malt liquors increasing or decreasing, or do you see 
any perceptible difference either way !—I don’t think there is any difference. 

6398a. Do you sell mostly bottled goods or casks ?—Both. 

6399a. Have youany figures 1_Yes, I was asked by the trade about a year ago to 
get up some figures, and I have here a detailed statement, signed by people in the trade, 
not only in the liquor business, but in the soda water business, the cooperage business, 
and so forth. 


By Mr. Clarke: 
6400a. Do you swear that that is an accurate statement !—Yes, | swear that it is 
accurate as copied from the original. 


376 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6401la. These are furnished to you by men in the trade?—Yes. We went to the 
men and asked them to furnish them. 


6402a. They are simply statements made not under oath by persons engaged in the 
trade 1—That’s it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
6403a. You cannot swear to the accuracy of these statements /—No. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6404a. From your knowledge as a hotel-keeper, looking over these, do you think 
they would be correct !—I think they would. I think they are mostly estimated. My 
own hotel I owned, and in 1888 I was offered $6,800 for it, and I will take $2,500 for it 
now. This statement applies to the city of London, and it shows the depreciation in the 
value of property that would be caused by a prohibitory law. The values are : hotels, 
$520,000 ; shops, $44,000; soda water fountains, $8,000 ; total, $572,000. The estim- 
ated depreciation is: hotels, $258,500; shops, $21,500 ; ‘soda water fountains $3,200 ; 
total $283,200. The value of plant ond stock is : hotels, $78,100 ; shops, $59,200 ; Roun 
water fountains, &c., $24,000 ; total, $161,300. The number of hands thrown out of 
employment would be: hotels, 307 ; shops, 29 ; soda water, 13; total, 349. The wages 
paid is : hotels, $67,684 ; shops, $14,220; soda water, $3,436 ; total, $85,340. 

6405a. Those figures are simply what the people have told you !—The people in the 
trade have told me. 

6406a. You have no means of verifying them, except by your own knowledge as a 
hotel-keeper 7—Yes, and my knowledge of my own property, which I am willing to 
sacrifice. 

6407a. You speak of the value of soda water fountains being depreciated. If peo- 
ple could not get intoxicating beverages, would they not drink other beverages !—No. 
You cannot get a soda water man or a cigar man that thinks it worth while to call on 
temperance hotels. 

6408a. Why not ?—Because it does not pay them. 

6409a. Do you mean to say that the people who stop at temperance hotels do not 
use soda water 1—They claim that. 

6410. And do not use cigars /—Yes. 

6411la. Do you include in ‘soda water ginger ale?—Yes. I got that from the men 
in the business. 

6412a. The men in the business considered that they would be at a loss 7—Yes. 

64134. Do you not know that a great many people use aerated drinks, who are total 
abstainers so far as intoxicating liquors are concerned ?—Yes, there are. 

6414a. Do you think there would not be enough to enable the people to continue 
in the business ?—TI don’t think so. 

6415a. You speak of the number engaged in the business who would be thrown out 
of employment. These are not all engaged in the bars /—A. great many claim that they 
could not feed people at the prices they do now. 

6416a. The travelling public have to be entertained ?— Yes. 

6417. Don’t you think people would keep places where they would be entertained ? 
—Certainly. 

6418a. Don’t you think this statement includes dining-room waiters, chambermaids, 
and so on?—Yes ; but these hotel men claim that they would not need so many. 

6419a. They would not do so large a business !—They claim not. 

64200. Taking your own experience as a hotel-keeper, would it have paid you to run 
your hotel if you had not a bar !—No. 

642la. Would the prices you got from lodgers and travellers, who did not use the 
bar, have kept your house !—No. 

6422a. Why not?—Boarding places get $3.50 or $4 a week for regular boarders, 
and it would not pay a man to keep hired help and depend on nothing but that. 
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6423a. How about the travelling public?—Where I kept a hotel I had not somuch 
of that, it was more boarders. 

6424a. Do not those hotels that get the travelling public receive enough from them 
to pay them ?—There are some hotels that do, and some do not. Some charge a price 
that will make it up, and some do not. 

6425a. Do those who do not charge enough depend on the bar to make it up /—Yes. 

6426a. How do you account for their not charging enough ?—I could never get to 
thoroughly understand why they do not. I think it is the competition in the trade that 
keeps down the price. 

6427a. When a man came in to board with you, why should you undertake to 
board him at a loss, depending on the bar to make it up ?—It would not be exactly at a 
loss. We had to keep our tables up to keep our license, and we might as well take them 
at cost. I kept a great many railway men, my place was near the round-house, and I 
had to keep boarders in order to keep the tables for these men. 

6428a. Where a man keeps regular weekly boarders, and has his rooms occupied by 
them, is that complying with the law in regard to keeping accommodation for travellers ? 
—I think it does. You are supposed to have six rooms, independent of what you need 
for your family. 

6429a. If these rooms are occupied by boarders living in the city and employed 
here, is there any question raised about it?—I don’t think there has been by the In- 
spector. 

6430a. If either the licensed hotel or the licensed saloon had to be done away with, 
which, in the interest of the community, do you think should be done away with ?—The 
saloon, of course. 

643la. You have no figures as to the business of the Carling Company!—No. I 
have only been with them since January. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6432a. I think you said that during the time the Scott Act was in force in Mid- 
dlesex there was no difficulty in getting liquor, it was sold generally throughout the 
county !—So it was. 

6433a. We were told that people came to London to get liquor, and that that was 
one of the reasons the Act was repealed ; how do you account for that ?—I don’t know. 
We had no difficulty in getting liquor in the county. During the time the Scott Act was 
in force in St. Thomas, liquor was sold on Sunday and every other time. 

6434a. Why did the brewers and distillers want the Act repealed, if there was 
such a general sale of liquor /—These people were in danger, I suppose, at any time of 
being locked up. I suppose they were fined. 

6435a. But the brewers and distillers were not. Why did they favour the repeal 
of the Act if there was generally free sale !—Because they preferred doing a legitimate 
business, I suppose. 

6436a. We were told by Mr. Bowman, who was an alderman, that at the time the 
Act was in force, the Carling Company applied to the Council for a reduction of license 
owing to their business having been injuriously affected by the Act. Do you remember 
that ?—I do not. I remember Mr. Bowman being an alderman here. I am an alder- 
man myself now. 


By Judge McDonald : 
64370. Is there any other statement you would like to make ?—No. 


378 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Rev. WALTER RIGSBY, of London, being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 

6438. You reside in London ?—I do. 

6439a. Of what church are you a minister !—King Street Methodist. 

6440a. How long have you resided in London?—This is entering on my second 

ear. 
; 6441a. Where were you in your previous term !—During the past twenty-five 
years I have travelled in the counties of Wentworth, Lincoln, Welland, Oxford, Essex 
and Lambton. 

6442. We have had put before us in evidence the declaration of the General Con- 
ference of your Church, held at Montreal, I think, in 1889, on the question of prohibi- 
tion. You know what that is !—Yes. I was a member of the General Conference. 

6443a. Do you personally concur in that declaration !—I do. 

6444a. Speaking as a pastor, have you observed the effects of the drink traffic on 
the morals of the community !—It is the chief difficulty, it seems to me, with which we 
have to contend—the drinking habits of the people. 

6445a. Do you find that it stands in the way of their religious and moral reform ? 
—Very much. 

64460. That is the rule of your Church in regard to total abstinence, as to office- 
bearers, members and so forth !—If you go back to Wesley’s rule, which is, after all, the 
basis of all our rules, it commenced with abstinence from spirits, and it is expected of 
members who still remain in good standing that they will abstain. There is no absolute 
prohibition, but drunkenness or anything that savours of it is looked on as a disqualifi- 
cation. 

6447a. There is nothing requiring a member to be a total abstainer, but if a mem- 
ber is found using intoxicating liquors excessively, that would be considered a disqualifi- 
cation !—Yes. 

6448a. How about the ministers !—I cannot say that there is a different rule for a 
minister, but a minister who is found to be not a total abstainer would be looked upon 
as being behind the times. 

6449a. His usefulness would be affected ?—Oh, yes. 

6450a. Is the rule the same with regard to probationers!—A probationer who is 
accepted is expected to abstain from liquor and tobacco. Wesley looked on spirits as 
the great evil. I can recollect the time when a brewer was a teacher in a Methodist 
Sunday school ; but Methodists, like other religionists, have changed their views on this 
subject. 

645la. Has there been any change, except by practice, that would prevent a brewer 
or distiller being a church member !—I think the words of our church rule are ‘ buying 
or selling intoxicating liquors.” The English custom of drinking beer has affected Me- 
thodists there, but in Canada of late years there has been no probation of any one of 
that type of English Methodist. We are not to buy or sell intoxicating liquors, or use 
them except in cases of necessity. 

6452a. If the probationer is required not to drink intoxicating drinks or use to- 
bacco, would the same rule apply to the probationer if he became a minister /—That has 
been looked upon as a hardship. Some of our older ministers use tobacco. I do not 
think any of them use liquor. Of course, a man who is a minister cannot be disqualified 
unless there is a charge brought against him. 

6453a. But the new men as they come in /—They would be disqualified. 

6454a. The requirement in their own case would be abstinence from both liquor 
and tobacco !/—Yes. 

6455a. You have spoken of the difficulties you have met with as a pastor, arising 
from the drinking habit. Have you found much poverty to arise from it in communities. 
where you have been ?—If the wage-earner loses his time, his wages are cut off. I will 
give you an illustration. A young fellow whom I knew lost a week through intoxication. 
His wife said to me ‘‘we wanted that money to furnish our house; he in lost two or 
three weeks, and it will be as much as we can do to get through the winter without do- 
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ing extra work.” That is but an illustration of what we meet with frequently. He was 
not a member of our church, but I was interested in him. Now and then we losea 
member from the same cause, and I have even known a minister to be deposed who had 
become addicted to it. 

6456a. Have you thought anything of the mode of dealing with people who have 
become addicted to drink—whether these sentences of ten or twenty days in jail have 
any good effect ?—It has always seemed to me an anomaly that in some cases the judge 
on the bench sends a man to jailif the man cannot carry as much liquor as he can. I 
have seen that done. So that I pity the men who are sent to jail. 

6457a. Is there any real benefit done to the men who are sent to jail except that 
they are sobered up for the time !—They are only sobered up for the time ; but I have 
known men sent to the penitentiary for a long time come out benefited. 

6458a. Do you think a longer detention in a place specially intended for curative 
purposes would be better for them ’—No doubt it would be a help. The only question 
would be as to the cases of men with families. It seems almost cruel to send the head 
of a family away for a lengthened time simply because he was under the influence of in- 
toxicants. If there could be provision made at the same time for his wife and children 
and the system were widely enough extended, I could see the benefit. 

6459a. Have you found, as a pastor, much intemperance among women /—I have 
known only one or two instances, and they have been very painful—women who have 
become addicted to intoxicants through the prescription of physicians. Of course, it 
has been mysteriously hidden ; they would be represented as sick for a time, and I did 
not know the cause. 

6460a. Have you noticed much poverty in connection with intemperance /—Most 
of my experience has been in country districts, and I have seen very little poverty. 

6461la. During your residence in this city have you observed the operation of the 
license law ?—Yes. 

6462a. Have you found its provisions fairly carried out /—On the whole they are. 
I have been told, however, that licensed men have sold to men under the influence of 
liquor. We are not informers, and if we do not ask for confessions like the Catholic 
priests, we get them sometimes. I have seen places where liquor was sold on Sunday, 
but the Inspector could not get at them. 

6463a. Have you had experience of the working of a prohibitory law !—Yes, both 
the Scott Act and the Dunkin Act. 

64640, Take the Scott Act ?—My experience of the Scott Act was in the township 
of Dereham, in the County of Oxford. I lived in the village of Brownsville, just west 
of Tilsonburg. It was successful there. 

6465. Had you a good Inspector there ?—I don’t think there was much need of 
inspection there. 

6466a. What was the population of Brownsville /—It is just a small country village. 

6467a. Was there just one hotel-keeper !/—Yes. 

6468a. Did this man observe the law ?—He gave up his business and went into the 
grocery business. 

6469a. Was there any liquor brought in there /—Not to my knowledge. On the 
whole, they were a temperate people. 

6470a. Have they adopted the township local option under the Ontario law !—I am 
not certain, but something the other day led me to believe that they are enthusiastic on 
the question of the plebiscite. 

6471la. What would be the nearest place to them where a license law prevailed !— 
I am not sure whether the Act went into force in Elgin and Oxford at the same time. 
We were on the borders of Elgin. , 

6472a. It went into force in Oxford, in 1885, and in Elgin in the following year ?— 
My circuit ran into Elgin, and I remember the vote there. We carried the Act, and it 
was tolerably well enforced in that part of Elgin. 

6473a. Were the people there a sober people /—I don’t think the people living in 
that part of Elgin were as sober as people in Dereham, but their travel would lead them 
in another direction. Tilsonburg was near, and there would probably be more difficulty 
in enforcing the law there. 
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6474a. What is the population of Tilsonburg?—TI suppose two or three thousand. 

6475a. Had you experience other than in Dereham ?—I had experience of the 
Dunkin Act in the township of Pelham in Monck. My experience with the enforce- 
ment of that Act was not very satisfactory. The Inspector lived at Dunville, which is 
twenty or thirty miles away, and he was very unwilling to journey to the end of his 
division, but the people of Pelham are determined to have no license, and they have 
retained the Dunkin Act for twenty years, and it is still in force. 

6476a. And have they made it a success ?—It is a success to this extent, that there 
is to be no license, and any liquor drinking that is done is done on the sly, and it is 
made disreputable. I think, on the whole, the effect of refusing licenses has been good. 

6477a. Taking a case of that kind, do you think that public sentiment being 
strongly in favour of the law may have helped ?—Oh, it has hepled. The people there 
are strongly temperance. If you get the leading people in a community in favour of it, 
and they frown on the liquor traffic, there is not much difficulty ; but if political influences 
enter into the question, and the leading people are neglectful or do not care to express 
themselves, it is a very difficult matter to enforce the law effectively. 

6478a. Had you experience of prohibition anywhere else /—No. 

64790. What do you think of the question of the manufacture of wine and cider by 
farmers !—I have had a good deal of experience in grape growing. I have a brother-in- 
law, Murray Petit, of Winona, who is one of the largest grape growers of Canada. He 
has not gone into the manufacture of wine, and if the market is at all equal to the 
amount grown, there is a great deal more money in selling the fruit in the basket and 
getting rid of it. I think there are very few parts of Canada suitable for growing wine 
grapes. The ordinary grapes are not suitable for wine ; you must have the Clinton or 
the Oporto or something of that kind. The grapes usually grown in Canada are not 
wine grapes. 

6480a. How is the Catawba ?—I would not think it would make much of a wine. 
But I am not a judge of wine. 

6481a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, would you favour its pro- 
visions being such as to prohibit that private kind of manufacture ?—I would allow the 
same things that are allowed now by the Inland Revenue Department. A man is not 
allowed to distil or make beer. There is nothing said about his making cider. I do not 
know why you should prevent him making wine from the grapes he grows, but as a 
preacher I would advise him not to do so. I would allow the same privileges in those 
respects as are now allowed under the license system. 

6482a. That is, you would not allow a man to manufacture beer for his own use ?— 
You do not now, and I would not extend the privilege. 

6483a. Would you favour the passage of a prohibitory law for the country at large? 
That seems the juster plan. 

64840. Would you make an exception in favour of liquors for medicinal, mechanical 
and sacramental purposes ?—So far as medicinal use is concerned, that seems to be yet a 
debated question with the medical fraternity. I really think that much harm has been 
done by the improper use of liquors as medicine ; they say that a man who is his own 
lawyer has a fool for a client, and I think that a man who is his own doctor should be 
put in the same category. I do not think liquor should be used-except under a medical 
man’s prescription, and I think the medical men are beginning to see that alcohol is a 
narcotic rather than a stimulant. 

; 6485a. How about the other purposes ?—I would not interfere with others who 
wished to use it for sacramental purposes. For manufacturing purposes it would of 
course be needed. 

64860. In case of its use for these purposes being allowed, would you think the 
Government should take the importation and manufacture into its own hands, or leave 
that to private enterprise ?—That is a matter I have not thought of until to-day, and I 
would not like to give an opinion upon it. 

6487a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour remuneration to 
brewers and distillers for loss of plant and machinery?—No. I think they have had 
warning for years that the people are after them, and they must look out for themselves 
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just as real estate men have to do if a boom bursts. The speculation has been accepted 
by those who go into it for the profit there is in it, and for the sake of that profit they 
are willing to run the risk. 

6488. Are there any further suggestions you can make to us in regard to the mat- 
ters referred to us for inquiry !—As I favour prohibition, I would be in favour of sup- 
porting all the necessary means for its enforcement and for making up the loss of revenue, 
if there should be a loss, even to the extent of resorting to direct taxation. I think, 
however, it would be found, in the course of years it might be, that the apparent loss 
would be more than made up. I think the best men, who have given the question any 
thought, have that idea—that a sober people have a greater purchasing power, that men. 
would not be niggardly because they had abstained from intoxicating drink, and while. 
it might not all come through the customs, there would be some channels through which 
I think the Government could get a revenue. I do not know that I have anything else: 
to Say. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


6489a. Do you know of any place where there is in force a prohibitory law such as 
you would desire to see enacted here, so that we might, if possible, gain from the expe- 
rience of the people who have tried it some knowledge respecting its effects /—I have no 
knowledge, personally, of any country. 

6490a. Have you read of any country /—I have read of Westport, in Ireland ; Sal- 
taire, in England, and Maine ; but except what I have seen of local option I have no 
personal knowledge. 

649la. But under local option, importation for private use is not prohibited /—No. 
But I was in country places and I saw very little drunkenness ; and the use of liquor is 
something that cannot be hidden: you will see its effects. It was to myself a source of 
greater satisfaction to live where liquor was not sold. 

6492a. Do you know any place where prohibition of importation is the rule ?—No, 
I do not. 

6493a. In Maine there is no prohibition of importation? Is not the trouble a con- 
flict between the Federal and local powers, such as we had here between the Dominion 
and Local Governments in regard to the authority to enforce the Scott Act ?—Mr. Mowat 
felt that the Act not being one of his, it was not his duty to enforce it, and I think 
that is the trouble in Maine. There are two masters there. If we get a prohibitory law, 
we must know who is responsible for its enforcement. Of course, the Scott Act was not 
our measure ; we did not want it; it was given to us as a sop. We wanted prohibition. 

6494a. You cannot give us the name of any place where there is such a law ’—I 
cannot give you any place where importation is prohibited. But it is not prohibition 
unless it is. 

6495a. One case of absolute prohibition mentioned to us was the Fiji Islands !—Of 
course, that is the latest product of Christian civilization. We are an old product. 

6496a. We have been endeavouring to learn of some place where this ideal condi- 
tion of things is in existence ?— Well, of course, Canada is an ideal country, and we want 


to get the ideal condition. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6497a. Have you knowledge as to whether juvenile crime is on the decrease /—I 
have been out of the whirl of the city, and I am surprised at seeing the change that has 
taken place in that respect in thirty years; but I cannot say that I see so much crime 
asa sort of lack of reverence. 

6498a. The view has been put forward that the prevailing custom of parents going 
so mach in the evenings to meetings of societies, &c., has a tendency to make the children 
go out. Have you noticed how that is !—I think that the electric lighting of our cities 
gives children an excuse for being out, though I do not know that it is so bad for them 
to be out as it would be if the streets were dark. I do not allow my own children to be 
outon the streets at night, and I do not approve of it for any children. 

6499a. Have you noticed a change in the home life of the people from what it was 
when you were a boy!—I cannot say I have noticed an increase of juvenile crime from 
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personal knowledge. I do not look to prohibition to give us everything we desire. I 
think some imagine that if we only pass the law, that is the end of it, and it would give 
us all we want. I have not that impression. I think it is only the beginning of the 
conflict. It is simply giving us the law we want as prohibitionists. 

6500a. And you think the test would be afterwards as to the carrying of it out and 
as to the results ; you look for beneficial results !—I hope so. That is what I look for. 


The Commission then adjourned. 
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LONDON, October 14th, 1893. 
The Royal Commission met at 10 o’clock a.m. 
Present : 
JuDGE McDona tp. Mr. E. F. Crarke. 


Very Rev. G. M. INNES, of London, Dean of Huron, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


650la. You are a resident of London ?—Yes. 

6502a. You are a Clerk in Holy Orders of the Church of England 1—Yes, and Dean 
of the Diocese of Huron. 

6503a. How long have you lived in London ?—About thirty years. 

6504a. I believe you were formerly an officer in Her Majesty’s service in the army ? 
—Yes. 

6505a. Since your residence in London have you noticed whether there has been a 
gradual and steady improvement in the temperance sentiment of the community /—A 
most decided improvement. 

6506a. To what do you attribute that ?—To the general advance of temperance 
sentiment. 

6507a. Do you find that the different relrgious communions and temperance societies 
are doing their best to promote this state of things /—Yes. 

6508a. Do you know whether prohibitory legislation has had any effect in produc- 
ing this improvement !—I think not. 

6509a. We have been informed that the Scott Act was in force in the county in 
which London is situated, for some time. Had you any opportunity of observing the work- 
ing of that Act ?—I only had an opportunity of observing it from reports I received from 
those who were living in the county. 

6510a. Do you come in contact with the clergy of your church in the county /— 
Yes. The general opinion was that the Scott Act was of no great advantage to any 
place, chiefly from its not being properly enforced. 

651la. Would that remark apply to the information you received from the clergy 
throughout the Diocese of Huron at large, and the counties where it was in force !—I 
think so. Of course it was not enforced in every county, it was in force in the County 
of Middlesex ; and in those counties in which it was in operation, the general impression 
was that it was an utter failure. One clergyman told me that in Woodstock there was 
not a store in which you could not get liquor after the Scott Act went into force. 

6512a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the 
Dominion ?—Decidedly not. 

6513a. Upon what is your objection based?—My chief objection is that it is 
opposed, it seems to me, to the principles upon which God governs the world ; and my 
next reason is that so far as I have had an opportunity of observing the operation of a 
prohibitory law, it has not been beneficial., I was in the North-west for some time, 
and I never saw so much drunkenness anywhere as I saw in the very section where pro- 
hibition was in force, certainly in Calgary. You did not see so many people on the 
streets drunk in the day time, but in the early morning and after the shade of night had 
fallen, there were a great many drunken people about. The clergyman who resided 


_ there, the Rev. Mr. Smith, informed me that the plan was for four or five men to get a 


bottle of whisky or brandy and meet together in some one of their houses to consume it 
Of course there was no difficulty in getting liquor, none whatever, although the pro 
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hibition laws were in force. How it was brought in, I do not know. Mr. Ross, an 
engineer of the Canadian Pacific Railway, told me that the men were getting drink, he 
did not know how. On one occasion a large case came in marked eggs, and when the 
case was opened they found that the eggs had been blown and filled with whisky, and 
afterwards stopped up. These were sold at 50 cents a piece to the men. There is no 
doubt they had to pay a great deal more for it, but the price did not stop the consump- 
tion. 

6514a. Have you had an experience of the working of a prohibitory law in any 
other section than in Ontario and the North-west?—No. Except what I have heard 
from others as to its operation in some of the States where it has been in force. 

6515a. As a clergyman, do you find that poverty and unhappiness among families is 
caused, to any great extent, by intemperate habits upon the part of some member of the 
family !—Yes, there is no doubt about it, and I should be decidedly in favour of a pro- 
hibitory law if I thought that it would remedy the evil, but I do not believe it would. 

6516a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour compensation 
being made to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless !— 
Yes, it would be only honest to do so, and dishonest not to do it. 

6517a. Speaking as a resident in London, how do you find the license law carried 
out here ?—I am not very well able to speak from any statistics in my possession, but I 
think that the reduction in the number of licenses has been a decided benefit to the 
community. I should be very much in favour of doing away altogether with saloons, I 
believe they are the great curse of the city. But I should favour most distinctly a 
high license Act in preference to prohibition. I believe it would be far more effectual. 

6518a. Do you think it would be an advantage to have a frequent inspection of the 
liquor sold in those places, in view of testing their purity /—I am not in a position to 
say. Doubtless there ought to be some restriction, some inspection. There are gener- 
ally many ways of avoiding inspection. But I have not had an opportunity to form a 
judgment. 

6519a. The law has been changed here so as to make the hour of closing earlier ?— 
Yes. 

6520a. Do you think that is beneficial ?—Certainly. 

6521la. Do you believe that any reformation is effected in men who are guilty of 
drunkenness by sending them to jail for ten, twenty or thirty days ?—No, I do not. I 
think that the association of these mer, one with another, rather tends to strengthen 
their habits than to weaken them. 

6522a. Would you favour a system by which men, who have become confirmed in- 
ebriates, would be committed for a length of time to some institution with a view to 
their reformation !— Yes. 

6523a. Have you noticed whether there is much juvenile crime in the city !—There 
is some, but I do not think there is more here in proportion to the number of inhabi- 
tants than there is in other places. 

6524a. Are you able to say whether juvenile criminality can be traced to intemper- 
ance on the part of parents of children ?—I cannot say. I think decidedly the example 
of parents who drink, is injurious to the children. 

6525a. Do you think that children are more on the streets than they used to be in 
former years !—Yes, but there is a growing independence of youth everywhere. 


Very Rev. G. M. INNEs. 
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JOHN M. DILLON, of London, wholesale grocer, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


6526a. How long have you lived here ?—About 25 years. 

6527a. Do you sell liquor in connection with your groceries !—No, we have not 
sold for ten years. 

6528a. You had given up that previous to the enactment of the Scott Act?—No, 
it cannot be quite ten years since we sold, because we were in it during the Scott Act 
period. It is about six years this month since we gave up the sale. 

6529a. You were in the wholesale business of liquor /—Yes, we were then. 

6530a. You had what is called a shop license that would allow you to sell down to 
three half pints /—Yes, and from that up to any quantity. 

6531a. Did you make sales outside the city /—We did. 

6532a. During the time that the Scott Act was in force, was there any difference 
in the quantity that you sold!—Yes, there was a difference in this way, that it cut off 
the sales of wine and beer, but not the stronger liquors, in fact they wanted to get the 
spirit as strong as possible, they wanted to get the alcohol in a small compass. The 
Scott Act certainly increased the sale of whisky at the expense of ale, wine and beer. 

6533a. Did you sell to any extent in what were Scott Act counties /—We did. 

6534a. Did you sell to the trade only, or to private individuals as well!—We sold 
to the licensed vendors only, to people who held druggists’ licenses or wholesale licenses. 

6535a. You did not sell for family use, then ?—Not at all. 

6536a. Did you then lose the family sale that you previously had ?—We never had 
it ; it was strictly a wholesale business. 

6537a. Did you see yourself anything of the operation of the Scott Act ?—I did, all 
through the different counties from here to Chatham. I covered the road often, driving 
sometimes, and by train, both ways, stopping at the different hotels. 

6538a. How did you find the law observed !—I did not find it observed. In all 
my travels I met but one man who had observed the Scott Act. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6539a. How many counties would that cover ?—That would be the counties of Kent 
and Lambton ; and occasionally | went up to Huron. 

6540a. In all those counties you only met with one man who observed it ?—Only 
one, and that was a man down in Highgate. Of course, there were some who closed 
their hotels altogether, but this man kept his hotel open and observed the Scott Act. 

6541a. You also include the county of Middlesex ?—No, I was not through that, 
but I have been at Strathroy. They just sold as usual, I never saw any difference. 
Everything was just the same as before except that they sold nothing but whisky, and 
just as cheap as they could get it, and that certainly knocked off the sale of other stuff, 


By Judge McDonald : 


6542a. From your experience, would you favour a rigid inspection of the liquor 
sold in saloons and at hotel bars ?—I think I would. They should be inspected, although 
I think there is less adulteration to-day than there was formerly, no doubt about that. 

6543a. Are the empty casks returned to you ?—Yes. 

6544. Did you ever find substances in them?—No, I cannot say I ever did. 

6545a. Did you examine them at all 1—We had to examine them, at least, if we 
did not examine them, they were examined by the distiller in getting them back. Occa- 


sionally we would have complaint such as that the barrels had been used for cider or 


something of that kind, and a sour barrel can no longer be used for whisky. That was 


the only complaint we ever heard. 
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6546a. We were told at Walker’s distillery that sometimes empty casks would con 
tain tobacco, and sometimes beef, that had been put in!—I could not say about that. 
Of course the barrels were examined at the distillery. In our own packages we did not 
find articles put in. 

6547a. Would you, yourself, favour a prohibitory law for the Dominion ?—I think 
a high license law would be better, but I might favour a prohibitory law if it could be 
carried out. I doubt whether it could be carried out, there are too many willing to 
break it. 

6548a. In case it could be efficiently enforced, would you favour a prohibitory law 
for the Dominion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale, except for medi- 
cinal, sacramental and mechanical purposes ?—Yes, I would favour it, but I do not 
really think the thing could be carried out. I think the very fact of telling a man that 
he shall not drink, will increase his desire to drink. 

6549a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery rendered useless /— 
Decidedly, and also for all hotel property that would be depreciated in value. 

6550a. Do you believe hotel property would be depreciated by the enactment of 
such a law !—Certainly. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


655la. Why would it be depreciated? Would not the people require hotels after 
the enactment of a prohibitory law ?—Yes, they would, but there would not be the 
same amount of profit in them. You would increase the expense of keeping up the 
other part of the house. They would require more help, and require to do more busi- 
ness in order to live. 

6552a. How would they require more help if the bar was closed?—They would 
have to increase the dining capacity of their houses, and the bedrooms, etc., in order to 
make the thing pay. The profit is in the bar. 

6553a. How was it during the time those temperance houses were run ?—They 
increased the price of meals, and the consequence was that the very men who advocated 
this thing, went to the houses where liquor was sold. 

6554a. The men who advocated what ’—Advocated these temperance hotels. I 
remember meeting a traveller, who was a very strong temperance man, and he went to 
a temperance hotel where the rate was a dollar a day, but as soon as the price was raised 
to one dollar and fifty cents, he left it and went to another hotel at a dollar aday where 
they sold liquor. 

6555a. Have you any doubt in your mind as to the practicability of enforcing a 
prohibitory law 1—I do not think it is possible. 

6556a. Why not ?—Because nine-tenths of the people are willing to break it. I 
know that during the Scott Act men drank who never drank before in their lives, 
simply because selling was prohibited. 

6557a. Is that not an extraordinary state of things /—It is none the ee true. The 
consumption of whisky in those towns was increased at the expense of all other things 
and they drank the cheapest whisky they could buy. 

6558a. On the other hand, we have heard statements which seem to show that the 
sale of beer increased, or at least did not decrease, in the Scott Act districts during the 
time the Act was in force!—Well, I was then in the liquor business and selling to 
licensed vendors, and they certainly seemed to consume an immense quantity of whisky. 

6559a. We had a statement yesterday from a brewer that the beer was not sold in 
large packages or barrels, but there was an immense development in the bottle trade ?— 
Very likely. I did not see myself any difference. When the law was in force, every- 
body seemed to go along and drink just the same as usual. 

6560a. The law was a dead letter, then !—The law was a dead letter. 

6561a. Would there not be an improved condition of things if prohibition was 
extended over a wider area, say over a Province, or over the whole Dominion ?—I am 
sure I do not know. 

Joun M. DIL1on. 
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6562a. Are there difficulties in the way of the enforcement of the Act forthe reason 
that people can bring it in for their own use, and because liquor is sold in surrounding 
counties ?—I don’t know about that. 

6563a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law if it could be en- 
forced !—If I were convinced it was possible to enforce it, but I do not think it is pos- 
sible. There would not be sufficient revenue to pay officers to watch the thing from 
coming in. 

6564a. Watch the thing from coming in from where ?/—Well, from the other side ; 
from everywhere. 

6565a. Under a prohibitory law, would you prohibit the importation of liquor by 
citizens for their own use !—No, I would not. 

6566a. You would only prohibit the importation for sale?—For sale. But I do 
not think it would be possible. If I was convinced that to-morrow we could shut whisky 
out of the country, no doubt I would vote for it, but I am not convinced, and I do not 
think it is possible. 

6567a. Would you prohibit the manufacture of wine from grapes, and of cider from 
apples, as well as whisky from corn and potatoes !—No, I do not think I would. I am 
not in favour of a prohibitory law, because I do not think it would be possible or prac- 
ticable. 

6568a. Do you know anything about the operation of a prohibitory law in other 
places than the Scott Act counties /—I do not. 

6569a. Now, regarding the operation of a license law, how is it conducted in this 
city ?—Very well, so far as I know. I was much pleased at a remark I heard made in 
Windsor, I was talking with a stranger at table, and he said that when he was in Lon- 
don he found it impossible to get a drink on Sunday. 

6570a. What about Saturday night !—I am not able to say. 

6571a. Are all the hotels now having licenses required in order to transact the 
hotel business of the city /—I should presume so. 

6572a. Could there be a further reduction made with advantage ?—I do not know. 
T have not taken sufficient interest in the matter to be able to say. 

6573a. Are the saloons, which are mere drinking places, required for the business 
of the city ?—I do not know. 

6574a. Would you favour their abolition ?—I think it would be fully as well. 

6575a. Confining the sale of liquors to hotels, places where travellers can get meals, 
lodging and so forth /—Yes. 


By Judge McDonald: 


6576a. Have you noticed whether there is much juvenile crime in the city ?—I 
have not. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6577a. What is your opinion regarding the punishment given to drunkards, people 
who are charged with and convicted of drunkenness before the Police Mogistrate? Do you 
think that a fine or imprisonment for ten, twenty or thirty days, have any effect at all 
in the way of reclaiming them ?—If an unfortunate is addicted to drink, an imprison- 
ment for ten days may completely sober him up. It may start him thinking, and may 
be a warning to him to stop. As long as we can keep him from whisky for ten or twenty 
days, so much the better. But itis a hard thing for his family to be deprived of his 
work. 

6578a. Is it not unfortunately the case that in many instances, after the sentence 
has expired and the man is set at liberty, he starts off on another drunk ?—Unfortu- 
nately it is so. 

6579a. Do you think that method of treatment, committing him to jail for thirty 
days, does him any permanent good ’—I do not know what other method you could adopt. 

6580a. Would it not be better to establish penal institutions where special treat- 
ment would be given to men suffering from alcoholism !—No doubt it would be far better. 

6581a. Give them longer terms, with hard labour and special treatment /—No doubt 
it would be better to give them special treatment. 

21—253*** 
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By Judge McDonald : 


6582a. Have youany statement you would wish to make yourself /—There is no 
doubt the consumption of liquor is decreasing here. 

6583a. There is a growth of temperance sentiment in the community ?—There is 
no doubt about that at all. 

6584a. Do you attribute that to the Scott Act?—I do not. I think the rising 
generation are becoming more enlightened. 


ROBERT HENDERSON, of London, License Inspector, recalled. 


I wish to make another statement before the Commission. I have heard the wit- 
nesses asked several questions in reference to saloons, and some of the witnesses seemed to 
have the idea that the law is constantly violated in saloons. Now, I wish to state that 
in this city, and I defy contradiction, there is more illicit selling after hours in some of 
the hotels in one week, than there is in a saloon in a whole year. That I know to be a 
fact. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6585a. How do you account for that ?—Simply because a saloon has only one room, 
whereas a hotel has several rooms where people can go and drink. We have not many 
saloons in this city, but in justice to the men who keep these saloons, I want to make 
this public statement. I do not say that every hotel violates the law in that way, but I 
am in a position to say that some of them do. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
6586a. Do you prosecute them !—We are trying to prosecute them. 
By Judge McDonald : 


6587a. Would you favour a return to the law that would do away with the hotel 
bar, and centre the sale of liquors in saloons /—I could not say that at all. 

6588a. Why not? The hotels violate the law and the saloons observe it compara- 
tively well, would you not favour a change in the law that would confine the sale of 
liquors to the saloons and do away with the hotel bar?—In some places in the United 
States that is the case. 

6589a. Would your favour that plan for this Province ?—I do not know that I 
would. I have not considered the question from that standpoint. But I know in some 
places in the United States no liquor is sold at the hotel ; it is confined to saloons. 

6590a. I am glad you have come forward to-day to make this statement, because I 
do not think I asked you yesterday about the matter. You have an infantry school in 
this city ’— Yes. 

6591la. Is there a canteen in connection with it ?—There is. 

6592a. Is there any difficulty in the administration of that canteen ?—There have 
been recently some complaints with regard to civilians getting drink there. That was 
six months ago. J made inquiries about the matter from one or two men connected 
with it, and they denied the charge. Civilians might have got drink there, but they did 
not pay for it. Complaints were made to me, but I think that like a great many of 
those things, the statements on some points were not very correct. 

6593a. Speaking of the canteen generally, could you say it is a source of trouble to 
you as an Inspector /—No, it has not been. So far as I know at the present time, it is 
well conducted. When I made inquiries at the canteen they stated to me that civilians 
were allowed to drink there but they did not pay for it. There was one case of a man 
who came to me about his son and wanted me to issue notices to the taverns not to let 
him have any more drink, and he referred to this canteen where the young man had 
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business to go every day, as his father was a butcher. I visited the canteen along with 
the father and made inquiries about the matter, and I found that the case was not as 
bad as it had been represented to me. Lately I have not heard anything about it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6594a. Of the two, which is the greater source of evil, the hotel bar or the saloon ? 
—Well, my statement is only in reference to illicit selling after hours. 

6595a. All the time, week in and week out, if we were to suppress one or the other, 
which would you suppress ?—I cannot see that the saloon bar is any worse than the hotel 
bar. A man will get drunk at the hotel bar as well as the saloon bar ; he will get the 
same kind of liquor and will have to pay for it. 

6596a. Ifit was determined to abolish either one of them, which would you retain ? 
—Well, I think that a hotel would be better without the bar ; it would be better to con- 
fine drinking to a place where there was nothing else but drink, as they do in the State 
of Michigan. A few years ago I was in Michigan and stopped at a large hotel. After 
dinner, in course of conversation, I asked “ where is the bar?” He said ‘“ we have no 
bar, we do not keep a saloon.” I said ‘‘ where is liquor sold?” He said “there is a 
saloon across the street.” 

6597a. What town was this !/—Red Axe, Northern Michigan. I cannot say exactly 
whether that was under a county law or a State law. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6598a. Were you in any other place in the State of Michigan !—Yes; but that is 
the only place where I inquired about the sale of liquor. I think there are some pro- 
prietors of hotels in London who would rather be without the bar. I think I have 
heard Mr. More, of the Tecumseh Hotel, when he was manager for McGaw & Winnett, 
say he would rather be without a bar. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


6599a. We heard yesterday that after this early closing by-law came into effect, 
when half-past or twenty-five minutes past ten was reached, the company in the bar- 
room would adjourn either into the cellar or upstairs. Is that the case /—Yes. 

6600a. Is that confined to hotels, or does that go on in saloons also ?—That is not 
carried on in the saloons, but I am sorry to say it is in some of the hotels. I must set 
myself right with regard to saloons. As a rule in these saloons there is no business 
done in the dining room after the hours of closing—that is one temptation the less ; and 
they have not the facilities for violating the law after hours the same as a hotel bar. I 
do not say that every hotel in the city does it, but there are hotels that do it. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6601la. There was a witness here yesterday, Ald. Caruthers, who informed me 
that his license was taken away from him without his consent, although he had not been 
convicted for, I think, eleven years previously ; and that licenses were continued to 
people who had been convicted during that time. I suppose you were Inspector when 
his license was taken away !—I was. 

6602a. It is only fair to you to give you an opportunity of answering his statement 
if you wish to do so?—I think Mr. Caruthers’s license was taken away after the second 
reduction was made. There was an agitation amongst the temperance people to cen- 
tralize the trade in order that it might be under better supervision by the police and the 
Inspector. The argument was used that there was no use for those places in the resi- 
dential parts of the city, and consequently a great many of these places in the outskirts 
of the city were refused licenses for that reason. The ground was taken that they were 
of no use to the travelling public, and that they were only patronized by mechanics and 
labourers going to and from their work. That was the basis on which these reductions 
took place, and the temperance people wished to confine the licensed places to the busi- 
ness parts of the city. The majority of these places on the outskirts were cut off, with 
the exception of one at the end of Dundas Street, right opposite the exhibition ground, 
where it was an accommodation to the public. There is only one at that end of the 
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city ; the first year that was taken off for a while, but the license was granted again. 
There was nothing against Mr. Caruthers’s character, as he says, he had not been con- 
victed. He was a man that observed the law strictly. 

6603a. Then it was owing to the action taken by the temperance people in the al- 
leged interest of temperance that led to this license being refused !—Exactly. He was 
not alone. There were several away down further south and east, put in the same posi- 
tion. 


Jupeg—e McDONALD.—I have received a letter from Bishop O’Connor asking to 
be excused from attending before the Commission because he has to leave the city early 
this afternoon, and saying that any evidence he could give would be unimportant, be- 
cause, as he says, he knows little about the liquor traftic beyond what he reads in the 
newspapers. 


HENRY ARNOTT, M.D., of London, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


6604a. How long have you resided in London ?—Thirteen years. 

6605a. During all that time have you been practising your profession /—Yes. Pre- 
vious to that I practised for ten years in London township. 

6606a. Have you had any experience of a prohibitory law /—Yes, I had some expe- 
rience in California. One winter I was not very well, and I went to California and re- 
sided in a prohibition town called Pasadena, for five months. 

6607a. What system was in force there !—Prohibition of the use of liquor for beve- 
rage purposes, with the exception that wine was allowed at the table in the hotels. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6608a. Wine that was intoxicating ?—Yes, wine that was intoxicating. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6609a. Was there any other exception besides that of wine?—Not that I know 
of. 

6610a. In what year were you there ?—That would be in 1888. 

661la. How did you find the system work ?—Splendidly. I never saw a drunken 
man but once, and he came up from Los Angelos. 

6612a. Did you notice whether much wine was taken at table ’—Very little wine 
was taken at the tables. There was a large restaurant, a large dining room, but it was 
a very rare thing to see any person calling for a bottle of wine. 

6613a. This system was confined I suppose to the city limits /—Just to that city, 
about 12,000 people. 

6614a. Was there a street railway in the city /—Yes, running through it. 

6615a. Did you go out into the country district at all ?—Yes. 

6616a. How did you find the law there !—This law was confined to Pasadena alone. 

6617a. I may state to you that the Commissioners visited Pasadena and made inves- 
tigation. It has been stated that just outside the city limits, at each end of the street 
railway, is a licensed place in what would be called the county. Did you notice the 
existence of much places /—No, I was not aware of it, though I would expect such would 
be the case in that country. 

6618a. Why !—Because there is a great deal of drinking there. 

Ropert HENDERSON. 
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6619a. Was the hotel Green in operation when you were there !—Yes. 

6620a. What was the other hotel, the Raymond ?—Yes. 

662la. Do you know how far the law is carried out in those hotels ?—I do not 
know, I was not investigating. I can only speak as to the absence of drunkenness. I 
was not specially interested. 

6622. You are not ina position to say whether, in the hotel Raymond and in the 
hotel Green, sales of all kinds of liquor were permitted !—I know nothing about that, 
although I was in both of them. 

6623a. Do you know that previously to your being there, they had a complete pro- 
hibitory system that prevented the sale of wines, ale and everything ?’—No, I do not 
know that. 

6624a. Can you say as to whether ale as well as wine was allowed to he given at 
meals !—It was not so to my knowledge, that is my impression. I was not investigating, 
T speak merely from observation. 

6625a. But you certainly did not see much drunkenness /—Certainly I did not see 
a drunk man there. 

6626a. Did you find that people in California used a good deal of native wine ?— 
Yes, a great deal. 

6627a. That is really one of the industries of the country !—Yes, I believe it is. I 
may say that in the year I was there, there was only one policeman. There was a little 
lock-up, and I heard it stated that during the whole year there had been nobody in it 
but one boy who had shot another boy while out shooting. 

6628a. Have you had any experience of a prohibitory law here in Canada /—I had 
some slight experience of the Scott Act. I was a great deal through London township, 
and my experience would be confined almost entirely to that county. 

6629a. That was your experience ?—That the law was easily enforced, and that it 
was thoroughly enforced, the proof of which anybody could see for themselves, for the 
grass was growing at the tavern doors. 

6630a. Did the men give up the hotel business ’—No, some of them kept open, but 
travellers did not stop at them. 

663la. Why not !—I would infer that they had not gone there previously to water 
their horses, but that they had gone to get drink. 

6632a. How far is London Township from the city of London /—It comes right up 
to it. 

6633a. The city of London itself would be taken partly or wholly from the town- 
ship of London ’—It is taken in part from the township of London, but the Scott Act 
was not in the city, of London. 

6634a. What part of London township did you reside in yourself !—In a little vil- 
lage six miles away called Arva. 

6635a. Did you find a very good observance of the law !— Yes. 

6636a. How many hotels had there been before the Scott Act came into operation ? 
—Three. 

6637a. Did any of them keep on?—One of them was dropped off, if I remember 
rightly, before that. I was not living in the village at the time, but I was a great deal 
out through the township, and I knew everybody. I do not think there were a dozen 
families in the township that I did not know. I may say that I knew several families 
of drunkards that were very much improved in condition during the Scott Act. It was 
a great blessing to them, there is no doubt about it. 

66380. Have you had experience of any other community under a prohibitory law ? 
—None whatever. 

6639. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Dom- 
inion, preventing the manufacture, importation and sale ?—I would. 

6640a. Are you opposed to the license system !—Yes, decidedly. 

6641a. On principle ?—Yes, on principle. 

6642a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, preventing the manufacture, 
importation and sale, would you favour an exception in favour of liquor for mechanical, 
medicinal and sacramental purposes /—Yes. 
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6643a. How would you provide for the production of the liquor that would need to 
be used. Would you favour its manufacture by the Government or by individual enter- 
prise ?—By the Government. I think any profit that comes from this business ought to 
be centred in the Government. 

6644a. In case of the enactment of such a law would you favour remuneration to 
brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless !—Decidedly not. 
Since I was a boy there has been abundance of warning to them that their business 
might be suppressed. The evidence that I have heard other gentlemen give here, cor- 
responds with my own experience, that there has been a diminution in the use of liquor. 
These brewers and distillers have become immensely rich, and from year to year abund- 
ance of warning has been given them. I would decidedly oppose any remuneration. 

6645a. As a medical practitioner visiting among families, have you observed 
much distress caused by the drinking habits on the part of members of the family /— 
Yes, a great deal, especially in the last three or four years, it is terrible. There is an 
organization in this city called the King’s Daughters, about which I did not know very 
much until a few years ago. They asked me if I would attend some of their poor fami- 
lies that they were looking after, and I said I would. I used to attend them and supply 
them with medicine so far as I was able to doit. Since that I have become bitterly 
opposed tothe liquor traflic because I see so much trouble and distress arising from it. 
The man himself who drinks doubtless has a certain amount of compensation in the ex- 
hilaration. He has a momentary pleasure, but the distress it causes to families is what 
touches me; and since I have witnessed these things, as I say, I have become bitterly 
opposed to the traffic as it exists at the present time. 

6646a. Do you attribute much of the sickness with which you have to deal to the 
use of intoxicating drinks !—Yes, a good deal. 

6647a. I suppose the constitution is affected by intemperance /—Yes, especially 
beer. I lived in a little village where I knew everybody, and the beer drinkers of that 
place are all dead long ago, every one with Bright’s disease with the exception of one 
man, and he has had Bright’s disease for ten years and has had three strokes of paralysis. 
He is a mere wreck, a helpless cripple. The whisky drinkers are nearly all alive and 
hearty. It seems as if they were pickled. 

6648a. To what do you attribute the difference ?—I do not know. I was asking 
Dr. Graham, who has been in Germany a great deal, he was up at the convention the 
other day, and he attributed it to the quantity that a beer drinker takes is so much 
diluted that it does not make him drunk so quickly, and consequently he takes a larger 
quantity of real alcohol in the beer than if he drank whisky. 

6649a. Do you think that the ingredients that are put into liquor in making it 
have anything to do with that?—I do not know. I have thought a great deal about it, 
and I have tried to find out the reason. 

6650a. We have heard it stated that in lager beer, for instance, they put an article 
called resin which affects the kidneys, if the use is excessive ?—Well, of course that 
would account for it, but I was not aware of that. When I asked about it I was in- 
formed that the resin was merely used to close up the cracks, that it was not dissolved. 
But the fact is there, and a reporter in Toledo, where there is a great deal of beer drank 
investigated this matter, going around among the medical men, and the same results 
showed there. 

6651la. Have you noticed whether there is an increase in the sale of lager beer in 
this section of the country ?—I do not know, because for a number of years past I have 
thought it was my duty not to favour the sale or use of it at all, and I have not been 
near those places. 

6652a. Have you noticed whether much native Canadian wine is used !—Not so 
far as I have noticed: there may be. 

6653a. As a resident of the city, have you observed how the license law is carried 
out !—Yes, I think the license law is pretty fairly observed. I think it is a very great 
evil that the bars are allowed to be kept open so late. Men, especially labouring men, 
who are unfortunately subject to drink, drink at those places until it is pretty late, and 
then they go home. They seem to be jolly enough at the bar, but after they get home 
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they are perfect demons. I am often called in the night to some case of distress, and I 
see the man raving around like a madman, although he was jolly and nice enough in the 
hotel. I do not much blame the saloon and hotel-keepers, because they do not see and 
know the after results. JI have observed that the man is jolly and pleasant in the bar, 
but when he gets home he turns into a perfect bear. 

6654a. So far as you have noticed, you think the law appears to be very well 
observed ?—I think so. 

6655a. How does London compare with other places you have been in, in that 
respect ?—I think the law is as well observed here as in any city I have beenin. I think 
there has been a very great diminution in crime and in suffering since the reduction in 
the number of licensed places. 

6656a. In case the license law remains in force, would you favour a still greater 
reduction in the number of licenses ?—Yes, I would. 

6657a. What is your opinion with respect to the relative merits or demerits of 
saloons and hotels ?—I favour the sale of liquor in a saloon, if it is to be sold at all. As 
long as the present system obtains, it had better be sold in saloons alone, with only one 
door, opening on the street, and confined to the ordinary business hours of the day. I 
believe if that was done, a greal deal of the trouble would disappear. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


6658a. The law does not restrict other kinds of business, and say what hour they 
shall close ’—Very true. 

6659a. But you would shorten up the hours a good deal ?—Shorten up the hours 
to the ordinary business hours. In fact I would like, failing prohibition, to see some 
law passed that would do away with retailing by the glass altogether. Let liquor be 
sold in a house where nothing else is allowed to be sold; and if a man will have liquor, 
let him buy it and take it to ‘his own house and drink it there. 


by Judge McDonald : 


66600. Speaking of prohibition, what do you mean by the term ’—I mean the pro- 
hibition of the manufacture, importation and sale of liquor for beverage purposes ; and 
for mechanical, medicinal and sacramental purposes, | would favour “the manufacture 
being under the control of the Government, and the revenue going to the Government. 

666la. Is there any other statement you would like to make yourself /—Respecting 
the possibility of enforcement, I think the law is easily enforced, so far as I could judge 
in portions of the county of Middlesex, and also in Pasedena, California. California is 
a comparatively lawless country, and if a prohibitory law can be enforced there, right 
in the centre of a neighbourhood abounding with places for the sale of liquor, I think it 
could be carried out anywhere in the world. 

6662a. Have you considered in regard to Pasadena, that the use of native wine is 
allowed in hotels and restaurants as long as it is furnished with meals ?— Yes. 

6663a. And that there are saloons just outside the city limits, and nothing to 
prevent importation of intoxicating drink into the houses from Los Angelos ; so that 
really the people can obtain it ?—Well, that argument does not apply. I, in common 
with a great many temperance people, do not object to people drinking, but we object to 
to the evil that arises. Now, what I contend is that if there was any drunkenness in 
Pasadena, it did not appear on the surface, I did not see it. Then there is the clear fact 
that there was only one little lock-up and only one policeman. Now would it be pos- 
sible in a town of ten or twelve thousand people, in this country, under the license system, 
to keep the peace of that town with only one policeman, and one little lock-up ? 

6664a. When you come to read the report of the evidence taken before this Com- 
mission in Pasadena, you will find a statement from the police authorities, showing what 
the police court business amounts to ?—Perhaps when I see that I may change my opinion. 

6665a. It was the duty of the Commission to take evidence in regard to all these 
matters. How far is Pasadena from Los Angelos?—Ten miles. I have heard men say 
that there was more liquor sold during the Scott Act in London township than there 
was previously. I have heard the statement made that the law was a perfect farce, that 
men were lying drunk in the gutters, and all that sort of thing. I am prepared to swear 
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that that was not true so far as London township was concerned, that the Scott Act 
was a great blessing to many families, and that the grass grew in front of the taverns 
where they were situated on the main road. But since the repeal of the Scott Act that 
condition of things has changed. 
6666a. Do you see drunkenness now in the township where you did not see it 

before !—Yes. 

6667a. To any extent ?—More than there was before. 

6668a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Act 1—Well, it is a very difficult 
matter to say. I have tried to find out from different sources, and have inquired from 
millers and others, and I have also enquired from farmers, and J think the true explana- 
tion is that among the farming community the conviction became prevalent that the 
Scott Act would lower the price of their barley, and it was a purely selfish considera- 
tion. 

6669a. After they had had three years’ experience, did they find the price of barley 
was lowered ?—The price did fall, whether owing to the Scott Act or not. 

6670a. We have found by statistics given by brewers that there was really no 
diminution in the amount of ale manufactured in the breweries. Such was the evidence 
given by Mr. Labatt ; and I think the Inland Revenue showed no diminution either /— 
That would be very strange. I think the head of the Malting and Brewing Company 
made oath before the municipal authorities here that the Scott Act had been very 
injurious to their business, when they asked for a large reduction in their taxation. 

6671la. Mr. Labatt has made oath in the way I have spoken, and the statistics he 
gave appear in the city newspapers. We find, at any rate, in the County of Middlesex, 
in 1885, the Scott Act was carried by a majority of 3,375, and in 1889 it was repealed 
by a majority of 2,538. Can you account for that revulsion of feeling /—I do not think 
that represents a revulsion of sentiment at all, it is very easily accounted for. The Scott 
Act came into force on a great wave of temperance sentiment. The temperance people 
had no monopoly, they had no interest at stake, and as soon as the Scott Act was carried, 
all their efforts ceased, and the temperance societies dropped out of existence. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


6672a. Was that a good state of things ?—No, I think it was not a good state of 
things. The educative effects of the agitation ought to be kept up all the time. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6673a. Did they suppose the Scott Act was going to do everything ?—I think they 
thought so. The Scott Act was repealed by a determined effort on the part of the oppo- 
site side. 

6674a. You have told us that this wave of temperance sentiment swept over the 
country, and upon that wave of sentiment the Scott Act was carried. Then there seems 
to have been a change of sentiment between that time and the time the vote was taken 
for repeal ?—I do not think it was a change of sentiment. 

6675a. Well, what became of it ?—I think that it continued. 

6676a. Then I should suppose that the vote would have been as largely in favour 
of the Act on the second occasion as on the first occasion. If the sentiment continued 
I should expect to see it expressed in the same way by the people going to the polls and 
supporting the Act !—I do not think that is correct. People will go to the polls and 
vote if there is the requisite amount of agitation to start them thinking about it ; but 
after the agitation stops, there are many people who forget and begin to grow careless 
and negligent, and don’t bother to go to the polls. 


By Mr, Clarke : 


6677a. That view might be correct, it might be the explanation we have been trying 
to find ; but the Scott Act was not repealed without agitation, was it ?—I think it was. 

6678a. Was there no meeting held to defend its continuance /—So far as my obser- 
vation went, there was no agitation in any place against repeal. The temperance people | 
had not got organized. 
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6679a. But they had the Act in force for three years, the evidences of its beneficial 
effects were seen in London township, and surely these effects were not confined to those 
who had favoured the Act, they must have been seen by people generally. Now, did 
these people allow the rum-sellers and their friends to run away with the whole discus- 
sion of the question ?—That is my explanation of the matter. 

6680a. Your explanation is also, as I understand, that the farmers were led to 
believe that the price of grain would be lowered, and they let their temperance principles 
go in order to keep the price of grain up !—I think both those influences were at work. 
I have asked a great many people, and I found men who admitted that it was a very 
good thing, that it did a great deal of good for many families, yet they said they could 
not account for the repeal. 

668la. Did these men, who admitted to you that it did great deal of good, vote 
to repeal the Act !—I cannot say. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6682a. We find the figures of the votes in Middlesex somewhat peculiar. When 
the Act was submitted in the first place, there were 5,745 voters in favour, against 
2,370, a majority of 3,375 for the Act, the majority being more than a thousand larger 
than the whole vote against it. Now, after three years’ trial of the Act, there voted to 
retain it 2,992, and there voted to repeal it 5,530, or a majority of 2,538 in favour of 
repeal. Now, to an observer unacquainted with the country, that looks like a change of 
sentiment !—It does decidedly. 

6683a. We are desirous to find some explanation to account for it !—Well, the 
millers gave me that one explanation, they told me that they knew farmers who had 
voted for the Scott Act and who voted against it on repeal, because they were afraid it 
was influencing the price of barley. Of course any explanation I have to give is merely 
incidental, because at that time I was not as deeply interested in this question as I am 
now. Moreover, you know as well as I do that every once in a while—and that is a 
great difficulty with this question—a wave of temperance sentiment sweeps over the 
country, and we cannot really tell where it comes from nor where it goes to. In a tem- 
perance meeting that was held here the other night, that fact was referred to, that tem- 
perance people would once in a while get roused up, and would spend their money and 
spend their time in endeavouring to put down this evil, and then they would subside, 
and this interest would be followed by a period of indifference and neglect. Any person 
who has been engaged in temperance work can easily understand this movement of public 
opinion, because when they engage in a campaign it takes them away from their busi- 
ness. We saw this in the movement made in London for a reduction in the number of 
licenses. It takes a great deal of time, and they become wearied out with the effort, 
and for a while afterwards they feel like abandoning the fight and doing nothing more. 
I think that accounts for these waves of sentiment that sweep over the country, followed 
by a period of comparative indifference. At all events, you, gentlemen, know as well as 
I do that these waves do sweep over the country. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6684a. Would it be safe to base a law for the prohibition of the liquor trafic upon 
a wave of temperance sentiment sweeping over the country, and likely to recede in two 
or three years? Would it not be disastrous to the cause of temperance if, after a pro- 
hibitory law had been enacted, it were found that it could not be enforced /— 
Decidedly it would be disastrous, but with regard to the enforcement of the Scott Act, 
if my memory serves me correctly, individual opinion should not count for a great deal, 
because individual opinion is a great deal like a point in Euclid, as position without 
magnitude, it amounts to very little. In that Jail Commission, that went around the 
country some years ago, the judges and sheriffs and jailors, swore almost unanimously 
that the Scott Act reduced the amount of crime, that it comparatively emptied the jails. 
I think that evidence was given very frequently., Doubtless the gentlemen of this Com- 
mission would know more about that than I do. 

6685a. Did you examine the prison statistics of the State of Maine, or of Kansas or 
of Iowa ?—No. 
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6686a. In Maine especially, where there has been attempted prohibition for forty 
years, they would be an interesting study for you. Take Woodstock, here in the next 
county !—Yes, I know about Woodstock, but the Scott Act was not in force there. 
Where the officers were in favour of it, it reduced the crime. I would like to be per- 
mitted to bring the Inspector for Middlesex on this point ; he is a very honourable and 
strightforward man. 

6687a. Between the time the Act was adopted in the County of Middlesex and the 
time it was repealed, there was an actual falling away of 2,753 votes in its favour, whilst 
there was an increase of more than 100 per cent in the vote against the Act, namely, 
from 2,370 in 1885 to 5,530 in 1889. Now, if the Act was as beneficial as your evidence 
shows, at any rate, so far as Hast Middlesex was concerned, and after the people had 
voted for the Act by a majority of more than two to one, if, under such favouring cir- 
cumstances, there was no attempt at enforcement in many parts of the county, what 
might we expect under a general prohibitory law? Where would we likely get more 
favouring circumstances, so far as the expression of public opinion is concerned, than 
there was in this county !—It is not very likely. In this county I am quite prepared to 
admit that the Inspector was thoroughly in sympathywith the law, and if it was not car- 
ried out in Middlesex, I do not think you will find any other county where it would be 
more likely to be enforced. 

6688a. Do you know anything as to the other riding of Middlesex ?—No. 

6689a. Was the law supposed to be well observed in the whole county ?— Yes. 

66894a. The prohibition law in Maine does not prevent citizens from bringing liquor 
in for domestic use, it does not prevent farmers from making cider; under the pro- 
hibition you favour would you deprive people of that privilege /—I would not, I would 
not go into the home. 

6590a. You would allow people who desired to do so, to bring liquor in for domestic 
use !—That is another question. I thought you were referring to the manufacture of 
cider and home-made wine. 

669la. You would permit cider to be made ?— Yes. 

6692a. Would you permit beer to be made by our German friends in Waterloo, for 
their own use 1—Home-brewed ale ? : 

6693a. Yes ?—Well, I must decline to answer that, because I never thought of it. 

6694a. Would you permit people to make whisky for their own private use, who 
preferred it to native wine, or beer or cider /—I would not. 

6695a. You would draw the line at beer and whisky ?-—Yes, decidedly. Anything 
requiring a plant might be sold. 

6696a. The manufacture of wine would require a plant. We saw something of 
that up in Essex ?—It does not require very much of a plant to make home-made wine. 

6697a. It does not require much plant to make beer or whisky either /—That is a 
question I do not wish to answer positively, because I never thought of it. 

6698a. Would you deprive the people of the right of bringing it in for their own 
use !—I decidedly would. I think that is one of the great weaknesses of the Maine law. 
I have been informed by people from Maine that they never saw a drunken man, and 
did not know anything about one. 

6699a. Where did they lve in Maine?—I am not prepared to say just now. 
Different people told me so. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6700a. How do you regard the use of liquor as a medicine ?—Occasionally it is 
useful, but very rarely so. My views coincide with those of the English physicians. 
The English physicians have changed their opinion regarding the use of liquor very 
materially in the last few years. It used to be held to be a strengthening agent in 
times of sickness, and now no less eminent men than Sir Andrew Clarke, Prof. Wilkes, 
of Guy’s Hospital, and Dr. Norman Kerr, standing at the very top of the profession, say 
that was a mistake, that appearances were deceptive. That it is not established that 
alcohol has strengthening qualities, that its action is similar to that of opium or chloral, 
that it relieves unpleasant sensations for a time and makes the patient feel better, the 
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same as bleeding a man for inflammation of the lungs relieves him for a time, and you 
could not convince him that it had not done him good, yet a comparison of hundreds of 
cases treated with bleeding, show that three to one treated with bleeding die, although 
they get relief. So itis with liquor, it is a drug that relieves pain and soothes people to 
sleep, relieves their unpleasant sensations and consequently makes them feel better for 
the time being, and acts like a narcotic the same as any other narcotic. We all know 
that it is a narcotic, that it puts people asleep. A tablespoonful or two is commonly 
used as a nightcap to soothe off to sleep. I have used it many times myself and found 
it so to act. I would like to say that a strong argument against the use of liquor may 
be made from the standpoint of revenue. Through the disability of many drinkers to 
earn their living, and the early deaths that are occasioned through drink, the country is 
losing ten times as much as it gains in revenue from the drink traffic, that is, if it is 
possible completely to prohibit it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6701la. Do you think it is possible !—I do. I think if the Government and the 
officials desired to prohibit it, prohibition could be as easily and thoroughly enforced as 
the law against stealing, which, however, is not entirely suppressed now. 

6702a. Was the failure of the Scott Act to prohibit due in any degree to the fact 
that the officials and the Government did not want it enforced /—I think so, decidedly. 


Rev. WALTER RIGSBY, of London, recalled. 
By Judge McDonald : 


6703a. In reference to a question you were asked last evening, I happened to be 
reading last evening the evidence taken before the Commission at Montreal, and I found 
that the Rev. Thos. G. Williams, D.D., a minister of the Methodist Church of Canada, 
in answer to the question No. 25833, replied as follows :— 

~The Church of which I have the honour to be a minister, demands total absti- 
nence of every member of the church.” 

I understood, from what you said yesterday, that the rules of the church are not 
so rigid as Dr. Williams has stated ?—I do not give them as strong an interpretation. 

6704a. I understand you have the Discipline of the Church with you now, and are 
in a position to give us the authority ?—As it is a question of interpretation, it may be 
that Dr. Williams is correct in the letter of it. I will read a portion of the rules. In 
the fourth clause of the Rule of the Methodist Society, as founded by Wesley-—that was 
the origin of our Methodist Church in Canada—we read this : 

“There is only one condition previously required of those who desire admission into 
this society, a desire to flee from the wrath to come and to be saved from their sins. It 
is therefore expected of all who continue the journey that they should continue to evi- 
dence their desire of salvation, first, by doing no harm, by avoiding evil of every kind, 
especially that which is most generally practised, such as taking the name of God in 
vain, or profaning the day of the Lord by doing ordinary work therein, or by buying or 
selling spirituous liquors, or drinking them, unless in case of extreme necessity.” 

Now, it is put a little stronger in the last discipline, in the question asked of  pro- 
bationers, but so far as the rules of the society are concerned, that covers the member- 
ship of the Methodist Church in Canada. The question was also asked me about 
ministers. Well, the old form of examination used to be: “ Do you take snuff, tobacco 
or drams?” That was changed, and our present form is this: “Do you take snuff, 
tobacco, or intoxicating drinks, and will you continue to abstain from the use of them ?” 
That is putting it stronger than the old form. That is the promise I made when I 
entered the ministry. I would like to make a little reference to a question that has 
been asked this morning about the reason that led to the repeal of the Scott Act. In 
the first place, as I stated yesterday, the Act was not what the temperance people wanted, 
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it was accepted with a mental reservation as the best thing that could be got at that 
time. Then the difficulty of enforcement arose from an inadequate provision of the law. 
It rested, I think, in the first place, with the Inland Revenue officers. Then the ques- 
tion came up of a clash of authority between the Dominion Government and the Local 
Government, which certainly made the Act difficult to enforce, so far as I could under- 
stand. In Oxford county, where I was at the time, there was the McCarthy Act In- 
spector, and there was also the Inspector of the local government ; well, whose business 
was it to enforce the law ? In some cases it was not enforced, partly through that con- 
flict of authority. Then I judged that in counties where the political parties were 
pretty evenly balanced, even after Mr. Mowat, or Mr. Hardy, or whoever it was at the 
head of that department, had given directions to the Inspector to enforce the law, there 
was a little laxity ; there were those in the neighbourhood who had a pull on the Govern- 
ment, and I have no doubt these parties made it difficult for the Inspector to enforce 
the law. Then there was another reason. Temperance people, like myself, who had 
worked for the passage of the Act, found that the responsibility of enforcing it was going 
to rest on them, and they became wearied and perhaps were sometimes persecuted—for 
I have known cases where the persecution was of a pretty marked character, and they 
felt, after a time, we cannot keep up this kind of thing, we cannot stand it. I know, 
in my own case, that when I worked for the passage of a local option law, I did have to 
put up with a great deal of odium, and scurrilous articles were put in the newspapers 
about myself. I have been called a pugilist and a whisky detective, and I do not know 
what else, because I asserted myself pretty strongly and had something to do with try- 
ing to enforce the law. Now, I can readily understand that people who want to live 
quiet and peaceable lives, would say: We are tired of this kind of thing, and if we can- 
not get a better measure than this, we are going to give this up, and you will find that 
those who worked for prohibition did so, believing that it would be a Government 
measure, and that the Government would see to its enforcement, just as they would do 
with any other law that they pass, just as they are doing in connection with what we 
term the National Policy. They have custom-house officers, and they try to prevent 
smuggling, and they are justified in doing it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6705a. But these laws apply to the whole Dominion ; the Scott Act only applies 
to counties where the people desire it?—We are now working for national prohibition. 
I say we got tired of it because it was local, and because the provision for its enforce- 
ment was inadequate. I would not to-day advocate prohibition if I did not believe that 
the Government would be behind it ; it would be of no use to us. So I think that when 
the people found that there was no adequate provision for the enforcement of the Act, 
and when they found that after they had worked for it and succeeded in getting it, the 
burden of enforcement was rolled back on themselves, they gut tired of it. There is 
also another question with regard to grape culture. It is a question of money with those 
who grow grapes. I believe there is more money in furnishing a good class of table 
grape, than in turning them int» wine. When the grape season is over the cold weather 
comes quickly, and if our grape growers will bag their grapes in cork dust and make 
provision for storage, so as to furnish a good article in the winter time, there is more 
money in it than there is in making wine. It is with some a desire for money rather 
than a desire for wine. I have no word to say in favour of the manufacture of native 
wine. I think it is a pity that their desire for money runs in that direction. 

6706a. Would you allow them to make this wine if they felt disposed to do so !— 
If a man had a few grapes, I would not hinder him any more than I would hinder him 
from pressing his apples into cider, but I would not allow him to make a trade of it. 
Women to-day make their wine just as they put down their preserves; and I do not 
suppose any Government would want to go hunting around the cellars to see if they had 
anything of this kind. 

6707a. Would you allow farmers to grow grapes to make intoxicating wine for 
their own use /—TI say you cannot prevent a man. I would allow him to do that if he 
wished, perhaps ; but I should personally do all I could to discourage him. 

Rev. Water Riassy. 
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6708a. Now would you allow a farmer to make cider and keep it until it became 
intoxicating /—You already do that under the license system. 

6709a. But under a prohibition system, would you still allow the farmer to make 
and keep cider for his own use ?—I think it would be just about the same as putting up 
preserves in winter. If aman wants that kind of stuff in his cellar for winter use, we 
cannot prevent him. 

6710a. And with regard to beer in the same way?—I think the time has gone by 
when they allow men to make beer without paying excise. 

671la. You would not allow a man to make beer for his own use ?—It has to go 
through a different process from the making of cider. The making of cider is very com- 
mon in this country, and most farmers do not use it as hard cider. When it gets toa 
certain stage they turn it into vinegar. I would allow the farmers to make cider and 
wine, but I would draw the line at beer. 


VESEY BROWN, M.D., of London, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


6712a. How long have you resided in London !—About 37 years. 

6713a. Are you engaged in the practice of your profession here /—Yes. 

6714a. Have you any practice elsewhere than in London!—No. I was in Her 
Majesty’s service as army surgeon for some years before I came here. 

6715a. During your residence in London, have you noticed a growth of temperance 
sentiment and temperance habits in the community !—Yes. 

6716a. And a diminution of drunkenness !—Yes. 

6717a. To what do you attribute that change ?—Well, I think from a general im- 
provement in the ideas of people, and the attention that has been paid latterly to tem- 
perance. More attention has been paid to it latterly than when I came here first ; in 
fact no attention was paid to it at all at that time. It is only within the last ten or 
fifteen years that any direct attention has been paid to the temperance question. 

6718a. You think that the efforts of the churches and temperance societies in that 
line have produced good results ?—There is no doubt that amongst the youthful portion 
of the community, the sentiment of temperance has taken root, and I think it will bear 
its fruit by and by. 

6719a. Do you think that part of the improvement is to be attributed to the effect 
of prohibitory enactments such as the Scott Act ?—I think in a certain measure the 
Scott Act has been of service. 

6720a. In what way ?—In restraining the use of liquor, particularly amongst the 
youthful portion of the community. 

6721a. You think then it has been an educator for good !—I think so. 

6722a. The result of your observation is that it tends to decrease the consumption 
of liquor ?—Yes. I have watched the effect of the Scott Act in this county, and also in 
the county of Elgin. I believe in Elgin it was not carried out as well, and did not pro- 
duce the same beneficial results as it did here. But of course in a county like that there 
would be a great many old whisky drinkers who, if they cannot get it openly, will get 
it secretly, because they are determined to have it. But the youthful community, who 
have not become seasoned drinkers, soon get over the use of it; and in that way the 
Scott Act does good. 

6723a. How do you account for the repeal of the Scott Act ?—There was a curious 
feature about that Act. It was carried by a large majority at first, and then it was 
repealed by a great majority afterwards. ‘That is a very strange anomaly. The only 
way I can account for that is that a great number of people did not vote for it at first, 
and if they had voted, perhaps, it would not have been carried; but afterwards when 
they saw the imperfect way in which the Act was carried out, they came forward and 
swelled the ranks of those who opposed it. 
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6724a. That would be an explanation, perhaps, to a certain extent, because we find 
that the vote against it when it was repealed, was much larger than the vote against it 
when it was carried. We find that when it was carried there voted for it 5,745; and 
when it was repealed, only 2,992 voted to sustain it; so that there was not only an 
increase in the vote against it, but a large diminution in the vote in its favour ?!—The 
only way you can account for it is to suppose that those who had voted for it, 
changed their mind in consequence of the imperfect way that the Act was carried out, 
and they thought it was no use. 

6725a. Then you think there had been a change of sentiment to some extent as 
evidenced by the vote !—Certainly. 

6726a. How does the license law work in this city /—I think it works very well. 
This is not at alla drunken town. At the time of the last exhibition held here, I did 
not see a single drunken person. This is a very temperate city, there is no drunkenness 
here at all except on the part of a few old whisky topers who are always going from the 
police court into the jail. But taking it all in all, the city is extremely temperate. 

6727. The people who are sent to jail for two or three weeks, who come out and 
get drunk and are sent back to jail again, forming a kind of procession between the 
saloon, the police court and the jail, do you think they are benefitted at all by that 
mode of treatment /—I do not think they are, because they are no sooner out than they 
are in again. 

6728a. Would you favour a law that would enable the authorities to commit such 
people for longer terms, and for purposes of medical treatment !—Certainly I would. 

6729a. So far as your observation as a citizen goes, do you think the prohibitory 
clauses of the License Act are fairly well carried out?—Yes, I do. For instance, clos- 
ing at certain hours. 

6730a. As a physician, do you find among families much distress and suffering 


caused by intemperate habits on the part of some of their members !—No, I do not. Of 


course, I know some isolated cases, particularly amongst females, that are very distress- 
ing; but I do not find much of that. 

6731la. Do you find that much of the disease that you have to treat professionally 
is caused by intemperate habits? I am not speaking of dipsomania itself, but of other 
diseases aggravated by the use of alcohol !—No, I cannot say that I do. 

6732a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole 
Dominion /—No, I would not. 

6733a. Why not?—In the first place, because I think it would bea very tyrannical 
one; it would restrict the liberty of those who know how to use liquor, and I think it 
would be extremely unfair to punish them because there are a few others who do not 
know how to use liquor. 

6734a. In the case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour remuneration 
to brewers and distillers for their plant and machinery rendered useless?—I would, and 
one of my chief reasons is this: The Legislature comes in and makes a law for the 
proper manufacture and sale of beer, in the case of the breweries. These breweries, in 
order to manufacture good pure beer for the community, have to go to a great deal of 
expense and invest a great deal of capital ; therefore I think it would be very unfair for 
the Legislature who induced the manufacturer to come in and spend his capital, toturn 
round suddenly and say: Now, I have changed the law and I will make a law that you 
shall not make any more beer, and I will not remunerate you. 

6735a. We had a witness a few moments ago, a member of your profession, who 
told us that he found more physical evil and more sickness to come from beer drinking 
than from the drinking of spirits. What has been your experience in that respect !—I 
think it is about even, one is as bad as the other. I think that both whisky and_ beer 
are so adulterated and so impure that even the use of them, unless in great moderation, 
is injurious ; but if they were manufactured pure then I do not think there would be 
half the physical evils produced by them as at present. 

6736a. Then would you favour the strict inspection of liquor ?—Certainly, and at 
frequent intervals. I do not think that the Government have surrounled with sufficient 
restrictions the business of furnishing the public with liquor. 


Vesey Brown, M.D. 
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6737a. Do you believe that the diminution of the number of licenses in this city 
has been beneficial !—Certainly, very beneficial. 

6738a. In the case of doing away either with the tavern or the saloon, which would 
you prefer to dispense with !—I would do away with the saloon. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


6739a. During your time in the army, was there a canteen in connection with the 
regimental headquarters ’—Yes. 

6740a. Does that still continue ?—Yes, but in a different manner than when I was 
in the service. Now it is under a Regimental Board and conducted much more bene- 
ficially. 

6741a. Is there any prohibition of the use of liquor !—They do not sell whisky, no- 
thing but beer. 

6742a. Did you hear the testimony of Dr. Arnott regarding the evil effects of the 
use of beer ?—I heard him part of the time. 

6743a. He spoke of some village in which he resided and in which there were a 
number of persons who drank beer, and some others who drank whisky. He says that 
every one of the beer drinkers had died of Bright’s disease, with only one exception, and 
that that man was very ill at present ; while the whisky drinkers were alive and ap- 
parently well ?—I suppose that shows that the beer was so much adulterated that it 
proved more injurious than whisky. 

6744a. Do the medical authorities of the army think that the use of beer as sup- 
plied to the army, is injurious to the men?—No, but they take good care to get good 
beer, because the Board that manages the canteen is composed of officers of the different 
regiments who take good care that the beer is good beer. 

6745a. Then they desire to protect the men, not from the use of good beer, but 
from the use of adulterated beer !—Yes: and they also say that they do not oppose it. 

6746a. As a medical man yourself, do you think the use of beer, wine or whisky in 
moderation is injurious to the human system ?—I think, in moderation, good beer or 
good whisky is not injurious, particularly for certain constitutions. Now, in this coun- 
try and Great Britain rheumatism is a most prevalent complaint, there are thousands 
who have rheumatic constitutions. These people should never touch any fermented 
liquor, either whisky or beer. I myself, unfortunately, am one of those, and I have not 
touched either for the last 20 years. JI know they injure rheumatic constitutions. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6747a. Do you know whether the sale of liquor on the exhibition ground is pro- 
hibited at the time of exhibitions ‘—I believe it is, but I am not certain. 

6748a. Have you noticed at the time the fall fairs are held here, that there is very 
little drunkenness /—Yes. I was almost every day at the exhibition, and I have al- 
ways taken the trouble to ask the police about drunkenness, and they always said there 


was very little. 


Ricut Rev. MAURICE S. BALDWIN, D.D., of London, Bishop of Huron, on 
being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 

6749. You are Bishop of the diocese of Huron, of the Church of England in Ca- 
nada !— Yes. 

6750a. How long have you resided in London !—Ten years next September. 

675la. Before that, you resided in Montreal, I believe ?—I did. 

6752a. And you were Dean of Montreal and Rector of Christ Church Cathedral ? 
—I was. 

6753a. When you were in Montreal labouring as a pastor, did you find much suf- 
fering and distress in families caused by the intemperate habits of members of the 
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family ?—I think there was a great deal of distress among the poorer classes caused by 
drink. 

6754a. Did you find much poverty resulting from the same cause ?— Yes. 

6755a. Taking Montreal and London, so far as you are able to judge, in which do you 
find the more favourable state of things as to poner and distress /—I should say there 
was less in London than in Montreal. 

6756a. I suppose that in London you have hit the same opportunities, as a pastor, 
that you had in Montreal, of forming an opinion ?—No, perhaps not. 

67570. Your duties here are those of a Bishop 1—Yes. 

6758a. Speaking from your own observation as a resident of London, how do you 
find the license law carried out here ’—I think that they are reducing the number of 
those who possess licenses. 

6759a. Do you find that beneficial to the community ?—I should say so. 

6760a. If either the licensed hotels or the licensed saloons or restaurants were to 
be done away with, which do you think had better be abolished?—I should say the 
saloons. 

676la. Have you had any experience of the working of prohibitory laws ?——Not 
immediately and directly. I have had people speak to me about the Scott Act, and tes- 
timony differs very widely. I have heard it praised in its action, and I have heard it 
abused. 

6762a. Speaking from conversation with clergy throughout the diocese, have you 
heard expression of opinion as to whether its effects were injurious or beneficial /—I 
think, speaking generally, that the clergy have said that the Act wase not beneficial in 
the majority of cases. I know one clergyman who said it was most beneficial. But I 
understand it was not the Act which was bad, but the mode in which it was enforced. 

6763a. The effects that came from it, owing to the manner in which it was carried 
out ?—I mean, not that the law itself inherently was bad, but that it might be more or 
less indifferently observed. 

6764a. It was the administration of it !—That is what I would gather. 

6765a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Domi- 
nion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of liquor for beverage purposes ? 
—I think the country would be better without liquor. 

6766a. Would you favour the enactment of such a law as I speak of ?—I would, as 
an act of humanity I consider that the great majority of moral shipwrecks amongst men, 
that is, the decline and fall of those men, began through drink when they were young, 
either as minors or shortly after that period; and that therefore if a prohibitory law 
were actually established, it would save thousands of young men. 

6767a. What do you mean by the term “actually established” ’—I mean to say 
that if prohibition were on the Statute-book and liquor was still freely sold, it would not 
amount to anything. I mean if the prohibition were real. 

6768a. You mean that the mere passing of a law would not answer the purpose 
unless it were carried out ?—That is what I do mean. 

6769a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour the exception 
from its operation of liquor for mechanical, medicinal and sacramental purposes ?—I 
would certainly ; but Ido not see its usefulness as a medicine, without contradicting 
any medical testimony. If a medical man said that a certain patient need it, I do not 
consider I have any right, as a lay man, to contravene that opinion. He, as a profes- 
sional man, must know best. In anything I say, I do not wish to contravene medical 
statements. 

6770a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery rendered useless ? 
—Well, J suppose as a matter of justice they should be. If they had purchased this 
with the immunity of the law of the land, I should suppose it would be an act of jus- 
tice. 

6771la. Have you noticed whether in London there is much juvenile crime ?—I 
should not be warranted in saying there is much. I do not deny there may be some, 
but I would not be justified in saying there is a great deal. 

Rieut Rey. Maurice 8S. Baipwin. 
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6772a. Have you thought at all of what may be the cause of juvenile crime as you 
have it in our cities, towns and villages ?—Well, bad companionship, I think, and want 
of home instruction. 

6773a. Do you think that there has been a loosening of home ties to a certain ex- 
tent, by which children used to be kept in the house more than they are now-a-days ; in 
other words, do you think children are allowed to run more upon the streets than they 
used to be in former years?—I could not well answer that. I suppose that in warm 
climates the temptation is very great for children to run in the streets. I could not 
say whether there is more of that now than there has been. 

6774a. We find that in most of the cities and towns there exists a custom or police 
regulation, sending drunkards to jail for a short term ; they come out and they get in 
again ; do you believe that that system produces any reformation among drinking peo- 
ple, that these short terms of imprisonment are beneficial /—I should hardly think that 
they do produce much reformation. I think they want a different treatment, as for a 
disease. 

6775a. Have you considered whether it would be well in the case of such persons 
to have them committed for a longer term in some institution where they would be treated 
as patients ?—Yes, I think remedial measures would be better than punitive measures. 

6776a. Would you favour the establishment of sanitariums for the treatment of 
such people !—I think it would be well. 

6777a. I would like to ask you whether you yourself have noticed within the last 
few years a distinct growth in temperance sentiment and temperance habits in the com- 
munity ?—I think there is a growth in the general community. 

6778a. Do you find that the influences of religious communions and temperance 
societies have been beneficial in that line !—I should say they had been beneficial. 

6779a. Is there any statement that you would like to make yourself in reference 
to this question ?—I would say that in visiting the jail this summer to see a man there, 
the turnkey said to me: There are few prisoners now compared to what there used to 
be ; and I would imagine that if the use of ardent spirits was still further reduced, there 
would be still less crime. 


ARCHIE BENNETT, of London, journalist, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


6780a. How long have you lived in London !—Since a child. 

678la. Have you had any experience of the working of the prohibitory law !—I 
have been in towns where it was in force. 

6782a. How did you find it carried out ?—It was not carried out at all. 

67830. Will you name the section of country /—St. Thomas, Petrolia, Woodstock 
and Sarnia. 

6784a. Were these sections under what is commonly called the Scott Act ?’—Yes. 

6785a. Was the sale in these places open /— Wide open. 

6786a. Did you notice whether in those places the liquor sold was spirituous or 
malt ?—Both. 

6787a. We have been told that in some places where the Scott Act was in force 
and liquor was sold, spirituous liquors had more sale than malt, because they could 
be carried more easily !—That is probably true. 

6788a. And it has been stated that in some cases the liquors sold were impure, vile 
compounds ?—That is probably true, too. 

6789a. Have you noticed that the provisions of the license law are well carried out 
in this city 7—I think they are, as well as itis in any city I know of, better than in most. 

21—264%**% 
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6790a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion ? 
—TI have never taken any interest in the matter. I do not care one way or the other ; 
I have given no consideration to it. 

679la. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery 
rendered useless?—I have never thought of the matter, but as a matter of justice, I 
should say it would be right. But I really don’t care whether they are remunerated or 
not, that is, as an individual ; I have not the slightest interest in it. 

6792a. Under the license law as it at present exists, would you favour a more frequent 
inspection of liquors? We are told that in the rural districts there is a good deal of adul- 
teration /—There is no doubt there is. 

6793a. Does that apply to cities /—To a certain extent it does. 

6794a Would you favour a more complete system of inspection /— I think it would 
bea good idea if there were an inspection of the liquors sold. 

6795a. Of course there is already provision made by the Inland Revenue Act for 
the inspection of liquors, but would you prefer to see a more complete and frequent 
inspection ’—I have been told that in England there is a system whereby any person 
can call upon the Inspector to inspect liquor that is sold. I think that is a good idea. 

6796a. We were told here yesterday, by a witness, that when the Scott Act was 
enforced in the County of Middlesex, people would come to London to get liquor, and 
that coming here they did their trading /—That is true. 

6797a. And that consequently the business men and store-keepers in the county 
villages were not favourable to the law !—No, they were very much opposed to it. 

6798a. You know that to have been the state of things ?—I know that to be a fact. 

6799a. Do you think the trade was turned to London to any great extent in that 
way !—There is no doubt about it. You could see it every Saturday when the London 
and Bruce train would go out. The people all along the road used to come in here to 
do their trading and carry home a little jug. They used to call it the ‘drunk train.’ 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6800a. You have spoken of what you saw in Woodstock, St. Thomas and Sarnia, 
where the Scott Act was in force, that there was practically open sale !—The bars were 
wide open, upon Saturday nights and Sundays, and every day. 

680la. Was that condition of things preferable to the condition of things which 
exists here under license, or in the towns you have mentioned which are now under 
license /—That is a mere matter of opinion. 

6802a. What is your opinion !—It would not make the slighest difference to me. I 
do not care whether they are open all the time or closed all the time. 

6803a. But in the interest of public morals, is it better that there should be a 
licensed trade well conducted, or a prohibitory Act such as the Scott Act, completely 
ignored !—I do not care to express any opinion about the matter at all. I only state the 
fact, anybody can draw their own conclusion. 

6804. But as a journalist as well as an observant citizen of what is going on, are 
the public morals benefited by having an Act on the Statute-book flagrantly violated, 
as you say the Scott Act was ?—I think the general tendency of it would be to bring 
law into contempt. 

6805a Then would it be better to have a license law under which the traftic would 
be permitted to exist /—I presume it would ; but as I say, so far as I am personally con- 
cerned, I do not care what the law is. 

6806a. It makes no difference apparently, so far as your observation goes, whether 
there is a Scott Act ora license Act, as the sale of liquor is free 1—That is my observation. 


By Judge McDonald : * 


6807a. As a journalist, you notice what is going on in the community about you ? 
—As a rule, I have an eye open. 
6808a. Have you noticed whether the native wine industry is increasing in western 
Ontario !—There is no doubt about it. 
ARCHIE BENNETT. 
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6809a. We have been told that a good many farmers in Essex are now making wine 
for themselves from their own grapes, and that they use it as a beverage ?—A great 
many do. 

6810a. We were also told that a large quantity of grape vines, shoots or whatever 
they are called, have been exported from this country to France, owing to the phylloxera 
having destroyed their vines. Have you any knowledge of that !—I have heard it, but 
I do not know it. 

681la. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law such as has been asked for by 
many people, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of liquor for beverage 
purposes, would you favour its going so far as to prevent these people from making wine 
for their own use ?—I do not think any law could do it. 

6812. You think it would be impossible to carry out such a law !—Absolutely 
impossible. 

6813a. Is there any statement you would wish to make here ?—No, sir, I did not 
know I was going to be called. I have nothing to say about it at all. 


Rev. J. R. GUNDY, of London, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


68133a. To what Church do you belong ?—I am minister of the Methodist Church 
of Canada. 

6814a. How long have you resided in London ?—Near a year and a half. Before 
that I resided in Sarnia. 

6815a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law ?—Yes, 
in several municipalities. 

6816a. The Scott Act or Dunkin Act ?—The Dunkin Act, in the first place, in the 
County of Brant. My observation there went to show that when the Act was first 
placed on the Statute-book, it was very effective, after the question of administration’ 
had been settled. So far as I could observe, there was an attempt from the first to 
break down the Act by violation and to bring it into disrepute and disrespect. This so 
far succeeded, that the Act was repealed shortly afterwards in the County of Brant, but 
in the rural parts of the county it was very well observed until repealed. In the City 
of Brantford, there was more or less violation from the commencement. I was also in 
the County of Elgin during the existence of the Scott Act, when I resided in the town 
of Aylmer. When the Act was first brought into operation in Elgin, there was very 
great respect for it, and there seemed to be a disposition on the part of the hotel-keepers 
to observe it. Unfortunately, however, the Inspector of the east riding of Elgin was 
very lax and very indifferent in enforcing the law, so much so that we began to find he 
was not enforcing it at all; and the result was that the hotel-keepers and those interested 
in the traffic began to violate it more openly and soon brought the law into disrespect. 
We found it necessary there, as a temperance community, to institute proceedings 
against the Inspector ; we found it necessary to bring charges against him before the 
Government. We finally succeeded, after months of eftort, in getting him dismissed 
and another Inspector appointed. It can be easily understood that during that time 
there was a great deal of open violation of the law, so much so that the community 
became somewhat disappointed and disgusted, and were willing to repeal it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6817a. What about the new Inspector ?—He was more willing to do his duty. But 
it was near the close of the term when he was appointed and began to enforce the Act, 
so that it did not very greatly interfere with the repeal vote. I was afterwards in the 
town of Essex Centre, in the County of Essex. There we had the old Dunkin Act in 
force. It was very well observed in spite of a very strong effort to break it down. 
There was a determined effort to enforce it in that place, and the only disadvantage we 
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had to contend with was that just outside the town was a hotel licensed to sell, where 
parties could go and get their supplies. But I observed this: that both in Elgin and 
Essex Centre, on the repeal of these local option laws, there was a great increase in 
drunkenness, especially among young men. I noticed that during the time the local 
option law prevailed, the persons who were known to be drinking and who were taking 
advantage of every opportunity to get liquor, were generally tramps or old topers, or 
parties who had been for a long time addicted to the use of drink, and who would use 
every possible means to secure it; but that young men who had a character to maintain 
would not go near those places where drink was sold. 


By Judge McDonald: 


6818a. As a pastor, have you observed whether intemperance is the cause of much 
distress and trouble ’—So far as my experience goes, I judge that more than three- 
fourths of the poverty that prevails in the community is the result of drink ; and also 
that a great deal of the misery that is found in homes is the result of drink. 

6819a. Do you yourself favour a prohibitory law ?—I do, decidedly. 

6820a. We have had before us the declaration of your Church on this subject, 
adopted at Montreal at the time of the last general conference ; do you concur personally 
in that deliverance 1—Yes, heartily and fully. 

682la. What kind of prohibition would you favour ?—Entire prohibition of the 
manufacture, importation and sale. 

6822a. Allowing an exception for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes ? 
—So far as necessary. 

6823a. Would you prefer in that case that the Government should manufacture 
what is needed ?—I think it would be better if the Government should avail them- 
selves of the manufacture that is done by outside parties, and import for their own use. 
I do not think it would be wise for the Government to go into that business. 

6824a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that re- 
muneration should be made to brewers and distillers for the loss of their plant and ma- 
chinery rendered useless !—I think that so far as my judgment would go, they have 
taken their chances in this business, just as other men have in other lines of business, 
and it would seem to be scarcely a proper thing that they should be remunerated for 
their loss in a business in which they have taken their chances. 

6825a. As a citizen of London residing here for a year and a half, how have you 
found the license law to work ?—I think that the license law is well administered here 
and so far as a license law can be of any advantage at all, I think that all the advantage 
is realized here, with perhaps some exceptions. We did seek to limit the time, especially 
in the evening, fixing the hour at seven o’clock for closing, but the majority of the 
people seemed to be against that plan. Moreover, through the Commissioners, we did 
secure the enactment of a by-law fixing ten o’clock as the hour for closing. 

6826a. Do you think the closing at ten was an improvement on the old system of 
closing at eleven !/—Unfortunately the liquor men took advantage of a little quirk in the 
law, and they claimed that it entitled them to keep open until half-past ten, that is,that 
they were entitled to sun time limitations, the time that is usually observed in business 
hours. 

6827a. Did the by-law say ten o’clock standard time, or just ten o’clock !—I think 
the by-law passed by the Commissioners said ten o’clock. I believe the court decided 
that they were entitled to the extension until half-past ten, solar time. 

6828a. Do you think it would have been an improvement if the time had been fixed 
at seven o’clock !—I think it would. I think most of the drinking, especially by young 
men, is done after seven o'clock. 

6829a. Would you favour six o’clock, in fact?—Yes, I would favour closing al- 
together. 

6830a. But while the traffic is under regulation, would six o’clock be better than 
seven /—I think the shorter the time the better. 

683la. When you resided in Essex aid you find that the cultivation of the grape 
was being carried on by the farmers there to any great extent !—Yes, very extensively. 

Rev. J. R. Gunpy. 
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6832a. And some manufacturing their own wine !—So far as my observation went, 
they generally dispose of their grapes. However, on Pelee Islands there are some who 
do make wine, not for their own use particularly, but for sale and exportation. 

6833. How long since you lived there !—About two years and a half. 

6834a. We are told that a good many farmers are now making wine from their own 
grapes for their own household use /—That may be possible. 

6835a. That besides Pelee Islands, wine is being made at Sandwich, and at other 
places above Walkerville !— Possibly. 

6836a. In case of the enactment of such a law as you wish for in reference to pro- 
hibition, would you permit farmers to make wine, cider, etc., for their own use ?/—Well, 
that would be a question that would need a good deal of consideration. I do not know 
that it would be possible to interfere with the individual rights of persons in a matter of 
that kind, but I think that the law should apply to them far enough to prohibit them 
from disposing of the wine by sale. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6837a. You say you would not deprive a man of his own private rights to manu- 
facture. Would it be depriving him of his private rights if you did not allow him to 
import for his private use? Supposing he did not see fit or had not the facilities, to 
manufacture liquor for his own use, such as beer, wine or cider, would you prevent him 
from importing it /—I think the Government should deal with those matters on the 
same principle that they do with the tariff, a man is not allowed to import anything for 
his own private use without paying duty upon it. In matters of that kind I think the 
law would apply in the same way. 

6838a. Butif the article is manufactured in the country, he can buy it at home 
without paying any duty except the duty that the raw material pays if imported. Would 
you allow a man to buy wine from his neighbour ?—I do not think so, because he would 
then become a vendor in the same sense as any other. 

6839a. Supposing he desired to bring in wine, or some kind of beer or spirits, 
would you allow him to bring it in for his own use /—No, I would not. 

6840a. Would there not be great difficulty in enforcing such a law? One man who 
had the grapes or the land, and who had facilities, could make cider or wine, or beer or 
whisky for that matter, for his own use, while others who had not those facilities would 
be deprived of the privilege. I am merely putting the case to get your opinion !—That 
is a question to which I have not given any consideration, because I do not think the 
custom prevails to any extent of manufacturing for private use. I think in most cases 
the grapes are sold, and are used in their natural condition. 

6841la. Of course there is a great quantity of grapes sold for use in their natural 
condition, but there are larger quantities used in the manufacture of wine, and the prob- 
abilities are that if we had prohibition, still larger quantities would be used in the manu- 
facture of wine. That is one aspect of the case on which we desire to get the fullest in- 
formation, as bearing on the practicability of a general law like this, whether you would 
permit men to manufacture wine, beer and cider for their own use, or whether you would 
prohibit that also?—That is a matter to which I have not given particular attention, 
and I would not like to give a decided opinion in relation to it. I think it is a matter 
that is entirely incidental to the question. 

6842a. But you are clear you would prohibit the importation for domestic use ?— 
‘Yes. 

6843a. You understand, of course, that in Maine the importation for domestic use 
is not prohibited ?—Well, I understand that there are certain Government regulations. 

6844a. In Maine the case is different from that in Canada, because there the whole 
country is under one customs regulation, and no customs can be imposed upon liquor 
brought from one State into another. The sale of liquor is absolutely prohibited in 
Maine, but the importation of it for domestic use is not prohibited. I understand you 
go further than the Maine law, and that you would prohibit in Canada the importation 
for domestic use as well as the manufacture for domestic use /—I would, yes. 

6845a. Do you know of any country where a law:of that kind is in force /—No, 
not from personal knowledge. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


6846. Do you think that if this permission were given to farmers to make their 
own wine under a prohibitory law, there would be a tendency to this business increas- 
ing ‘There is a possibility that it might. 

6847a. You can forsee a dithculty in that way ?—I can see there is a difficulty on 
either side of that question. 

6848a. I suppose it is a question that has not really presented itself to the temper- 
ance people hitherto?—Not to a very large extent, because it is not a very large ques- 
tion as yet. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


68490. Why is it not a large question now ?—Simply because the area covered by 
grape culture and the manufacture of grape wine, is a very limited area. 

6850a. But take the manufacture of cider, and beer, and whisky for private con- 
sumption ?—There is very little beer manufactured for private consumption outside the 
breweries. 

6851a. But the reason there is little manufactured by individuals, is because peo- 
ple can buy it already manufactured at the breweries. What we want to know is whether 
you would prohibit people from privately manufacturing beer for their own use ?—My 
own conviction is that if it were not for the drinking habits of the people, more particu- 
larly the treating custom, there would be very little desire for these things, and they 
would be very little used. As a matter of fact, their use in private families is very 
small compared to what it used to be, so far as my observation goes, and the tendency 
is to discourage their use still more as temperance sentiment prevails. My own convic- 
tion is that the enactment of a prohibitory law would have an educative influence upon 
the community in that direction, and would still further develop the temperance senti- 
ment. 

6852a. Have you considered the effect upon drunkards of the mode of punishment 
which is now adopted in regard to them, that is, sending them to jail for terms of ten, 
fifteen or twenty days? Do you think that treatment is beneficial to them !—I think it 
would be very much better if there was some place to which they could be relegated 
and kept for a longer time, and given something to do. 

6853a. Have you any other statement you would like to make on any of these mat- 
ters which the Commission have been instructed to inquire into!—I have for a long 
time had the conviction that the adoption of a prohibitory law would be beneficial to the 
whole community, morally, socially and financially. My conviction is that far from 
diminishing the revenue, the revenue of the country would be doubled, because of the 
diversion to other channels of the very large amount of money now spent on intoxicat- 
ing drinks ; and that instead of prohibition being found a disadvantage in that respect, 
it would be found to be an advantage. I have also the conviction that it would have 
an elevating tendency upon the moral and religious tone of the community, and that a 
great deal of the difficulty we now meet with in our pastoral and other work, would be 
obviated—difliculty that arises from the constant temptation that is put before those 
who are addicted to the use of drink. My experience has been that a liquor bar on al- 
most every corner is a constant snare and temptation to those who have become addicted 
to drink, and that they are easily led to step aside. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6854a. Have you noticed as a member of the community, whether the liquor traffic 
has an effect on other business, or upon the producing power of the people ?——Yes, I 
have noticed that in communities where the liquor traftic was prohibited, business was 
more progressive. In conversation with business men, particularly in the town of Es- 
sex to which I referred a little while ago, they expressed to me their conviction that the 
repeal of the Dunkin Act in that town had very greatly damaged business, and resulted 
in many instances in disaster to business men. 


Rey. J. R. Gunpy. 
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6855a. How was it in Elgin !—I was hardly long enough there to be able to judge, 
but I saw no interference with business. In fact, I think business was in a healthier 
condition during the time of the Scott Act, than before or since. 

6856a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Act’?’—To the fact that it was 
not as vigorously enforced as it might be. 


By Mr. Clarke - 


6857a. If business was benefited in any appreciable degree, would not business 
men have fought strenuously against the repeal of the Act?—They did in many cases, 
and as an evidence of that, after the repeal of the Dunkin Act in Essex they took the 
first opportunity to enact a local option law—I am speaking of the town of Essex—and 
they enacted it by a majority of more than two to one. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6858a. Is it in force there now !—No, because of the interference of the courts. 
They have been litigating and appealing in regard to the matter. The case has been 
twice before Judge Galt, and in each case was decided against them. But they have 
vigorously fought the matter, and I believe the case is now before the Supreme Court 
in connection with other matters. 

6859a. How do you find the sentiment of the farmers ?—I think asa rule the farmers 
are strongly favourable to prohibitory legislation. 

6860a. We would judge so from the electoral returns; but. with the farmers in 
favour, and with the business men in favour, what class of the community is it that is 
opposed to it?—Well, that of course remains to be seen. Asa rule, liquor men are 
strongly opposed to any prohibitory legislation. 

686la. Their votes would not be sufficient alone to prevent it. What other classes 
unite with them to defeat prohibitory legislation ?—The loose class, the class of persons 
with whom they have influence, and the drinking class, those who desire to have easier 
facilities for drinking. Those classes of persons associate themselves with the liquor 
men. 

6862a. They would not be enough to make a majority, would they ?—I am speaking 
now as to certain localities. In the case of the Scott Act, the tendency of opinion was 
that, the law not being enforced, it was better that it should be repealed, not because it 
was not an advantage, but because it was not desirable that there should be a law that 
was constantly disregarded, constantly set at defiance. 

6863a. Was it supposed that had a bad affect upon the moral sense of the commu- 
nity /—It was so stated. 

6864a. Do you know anything of the effect that the Act had upon the business of 
the manufacture of liquor ?—Only so far as the returns show that there was a great di- 
minution, during those years, in the amount taken out for consumption. 

6865a. Their business then was affected ?—Certainly, and I have observed this, that 
the wholesale men were the most violent opponents of the law, that they were the men 
who put up the money for repealing the law, or for opposing the enactment of prohibi- 
tory legislation. They would not be so strongly opposed to it if more lquor was sold 
under the Scott Act than otherwise. 

6866a. Did you hear the evidence given here yesterday by Mr. Labatt, one of the 
manufacturers !—No. 

6867a. Well, it was to this effect—and the same has been given elswhere—that they 
made as much or more liquor and disposed of it, but that there were constant difficulties 
about their carrying on the business, owing to sales being illegal in certain cases, difficul- 
ties of collecting, &ec., and they preferred a business in which the law stood by them and 
made it legal ?—I do not doubt that at all. I do not doubt they preferred to have protec- 
tion of law ; but I very greatly question, in face of the revenue returns, the statement 
that as much liquor was sold during the Scott Act as before or since. 

6868a. Did you see the returns that were put in here yesterday by the brewers as 
to their output during that year ?—I did not. 

6869a. Did you see the figures of the Inland Revenue officer that were put in !— 
T saw the figures of the Dominion Government. 
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6870. I mean the figures for your district that were put in here yesterday /—No, 
I did not see them. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


6871la. For the three counties of Middlesex, Lambton and Elgin !—I did not see 
those figures. I take the figures over the whole Dominion. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6872a. Your experience was in Elgin and Essex !—Yes. 

6873a. Now, take Elgin, Essex and Middlesex, for which the officer of the Inland 
Revenue department gave us his figures ?—In the case of Middlesex, of course, the limita- 
tion in the country around would not apply to the city of London. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


6874a. The three counties of Middlesex, Lambton and Elgin were under the Scott 
Act, and there are the returns for those years ; how do you explain them /—The expla- 
nation the brewers and the distillers give of their opposition to the Scott Act, is that 
they were doing business under a great deal of difficulty, and found difficulty in collec- 
tions, and they prefer to doa smaller business and do it under license ?—I notice from 
the customs returns that in 1886 there was a large diminution, in 1888 an increase, and 
in 1893 there was somewhat of a diminution. In 1886 the diminution seems to have 
been about one-third, or one-half in some cases. The probabilities are that that being 
the first year of the enforcement of the Scott Act, caused the large diminution. As time 
went on the Act became almost obsolete because of non-enforcement. I have myself 
been in hotels in St. Thomas, staying there over night, during the Scott Act period and 
everything was perfectly quiet, there was no indication of drinking. I came down early 
in the morning, and noticed one or two persons coming in, and in a round about way, 
evidently looking for something to drink. But there was no rush as during the license 
period. I have been in hotels in St. Thomas during the license period, when it took two 
or three bar-tenders to attend to persons who were drinking, at six or seven o'clock in 
the evening when men where returning from their work. 

6875a. On special occasions /—No, an ordinary day. I had a horse in one of the 
hotel stables, and in going in to pay for the horse’s feed, I found it difficult to get to the 
bar for that purpose, for the simple reason that the bar-room was crowded with persons 
waiting their turn to drink. 

6876a. Did you pay for the horse’s feed in the bar !—Certainly. Under the Scott 
Act, things were very different. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6877. You find from this statement that that increase was in the year ending June 
30, 1888, nearly double that for the year ending June 30, 1886. Now, I think that 
two of those counties came under the operation of the Scott Act on the lst May, 1886? 
—I have not got the dates with me. 

6878a. We have them here. In Middlesex, Lambton and Elgin, it came into 
operation on May 1, 1886. Up to the 30th June of that year, which was wholly a 
license year, the quantity was 6,952 gallons, while for the year ending June 30, 1888, a — 
full Scott Act year, it was 12,630 gallons ?—That would necessarily include the amount 
taken out for consumption, I would judge. 

€879a. The statement shows the quantity of liquor entered for consumption for 
each fiscal year !—Then I judge that in view of the coming into force of the Scott Act, 
there was a very large reduction in that particular year. 

6880. The figures show the amount of whisky taken out of bond ?—These figures 
do not go back far enough to affect the case. 

Rev. J. R. Gunpy. 
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688la. Here are the figures of the amount of malt liquor manufactured in this 
revenue division since 1886-87 : 


Year. Gallons manufactured. 
TSSOsS ka soe ee ee Ey Sea De ies VU 5 Op SON A Oa a 1,685,635 
1 Noloi Vaal cfiege Rumen lan Aidit. Sc TAs Fe aie) Se ei A fee SR 1,750,783 
lpototo top! beBoe ghibaee a. Bends E, ey SAE 3 sh eta aed Re ci re eae 1,666,313 
i ey oh UE | (PNW gellar iA, bade Ae ur ® vac Hole mae ae A ec 1,787,985 
ies C2 00a imei Sond 4 4 Lo on aga ir A ot aera 1,711,812 
OO ts. Crk ete NE eae eect ae Seon csi. a2 1,425,620 
UGS EAS Re Raga ERR ar 2c 2 tone a cy Oi Np 1,461,251 


In other words, the amount has kept right along nearly the same, with the exception of 
the last two years, in which it has dropped. The Scott Act was repealed in 1889 ?— 
There is no doubt that a great deal of stuff that is made in London, or within this dis- 
trict, is sent out, and a great deal that is made outside is sent into this district. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6882a. That does not tally with the statement of the Inspector. He says the stuff 
that is taken out of bond here, is largely for consumption in this revenue division. We 
asked him on that point. Here are the figures of the number of gallons taken out of 
bond for consumption :— 


Year. Gallons. 
FOGG eae Ae irre: SoBe” LAR tel tas Am Res ae, Beresiiat ses 4 82,981 
ES SOME ee eRe eee dirs Nei W Oller gn a nanay a see Sey at gatas 87,529 
OOO a tees ie ace MEER ane ce RRGPAEY coe aid clic Rta se cockee Ss Fates 81,927 
HLS Ol] Ue Ces Oa Aum AD lw, PMP ON NADA ep es Mme EEN 57,063 
MESIAL ea tae hate) ech Ad i Abe RAL Cae ce ie & gt Le nae ee an ae 56,149 


It seems to be getting less !—There is no doubt that the action in London in reducing 
the number of licensed places has something to do with the reduction of the amount 
within the last two years. 

6883a. When did this reductiom take place !—Two years ago last May. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6884a. Do you know yourself that any of the manufacturers complain that they 
were injuriously affected ?—I do not know asa matter of personal knowledge, except 
that an application was made here by one firm for a reduction of the taxes. The appli- 
cation was to the effect that there had been such a reduction in the pepe een of 
liquor, that the business was not as profitable as formerly. 

68850. By what establishment was that made?—It was made by the Carine 
Brewing Co. 

6886u. During the time the Scott Act was in force !—No, at the time of the reduc- 
tion of licenses in the city—so I understood. 

6887a. You do not know whether such an application was made during the Scott 
Act period 1—I do not know. 

6888. Is there any other statement you wish to make !—Nothing further. I think 
I have given you all that bears on the case. 
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D. H. WILLIAMS, of London, ex-License Inspector, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


6889a. How long have you resided in London ?—Fifteen years. 

6890a. Have you held an official position as License Inspector 1—Yes, for the dis- 
trict of East Middlesex. 

6891a. How long did you hold that position !—Nearly five years. 

6892a. Did you hold it during the continuance of the Scott Act ?—Yes, and for 
some time after. 

6893a. Did you attempt to enforce that Act as efficiently as it could be done ?— 
Aes: 

6894a. How did you succeed ?—I think I succeeded well. 

- 6895a. You think you succeeded in putting a stop to the sale of intoxicating 
liquor !—I do. We wound it up completely, dried it up, but it took time. It took us 
nine months to get the machinery in order to work. We found greater trouble to get 
good machinery and get it into proper working order, than in reference to anything else. 
There is where the weak point was in the Scott Act, where the failure has been, in my 
experience. 

6896a. When the vote was taken for the repeal of the Act how did your district 
vote ?—Well, it pulled up pretty close, but we were caught in the cyclone, as it were; I 
mean that the Act was being repealed every where else, and we were about the last. 
They did not bring on the vote here for a long time. It seems the parties who were 
manceuvering matters seemed to keep back until the other counties had all voted. 

6897a. How do you account for the repeal /—There were two reasons. The people 
said, the Act has gone in the other counties, and there is no use trying to keep it in this 
little district, we cannot hold it here. A great many became discouraged on that account, 
and the temperance people, perhaps some of them, got a little disheartened at first 
through the Act not being thoroughly enforced. 

68980. Had they not got well heartened up by your efficient enforcement of it /—I 
think to a certain extent they did. It was not properly enforced for more than one 
year. It took us until the last year to get the machinery in working order. While I 
was in the office the trafic was practically dried up. 

6899a. A witness has just given as an explanation for the larger amount of spirituous 
liquors that came in from the customs during the year ending June 30th, 1888, that the 
Act had so nearly run out. Now, your explanation i is that the Act was most efficiently 
enforced during that very year 1—Only i in our district, I am not speaking outside our 
district. But that year it was thoroughly well enfor pedi in our district. 

6900a. And in that year there w ould be less liquor used in your electoral districts ? 
—Yes. 

6901a. How far is your district from the city of London ?—It surrounds the city 
of London, except a little spot. I had no jurisdiction over the city, as it was not under 
the Scott Act. 

6902a. Could the people in your district come into London to get liquor ?—They | 
could. 

6903a. Did they avail themselves of the oppportunity?—Some did. Of course 
people who wanted it drove into the city, but the district runs out 15 or 18 miles. 

6904a. We have been told that some people who came into London to get liquor, 
also did their trading here at the same time. Do you know how that was !—Well, that 
is something I could not answer. I am not posted enough to say whether country people 
did their trading here, but I have been told that the villages did equally as well in 
those days as they ever did, in fact some of them did a better business, and the merch- 
ants collected their accounts better. There were families who had been in the habit of 
spending all their money for drink, and when they could not get it in the little town 
where they lived, they went without it. They were labouring men, and they were 12 
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miles from the city, and when they could not get drink on Saturday nights they would 
stay at home ; when they got their week’s wages they carried it home. 

6905a. Were the farmers benefited by it /—They ought to have been, because they 
did not spend so much money. 

6906a. We wish to have it explained why, if the business men benefited, and the 
farmers benefited, and there was a general benefit through the country, the Act went 
by the board as it did. Allow me to draw your attention to the figures. The County 
of Middlesex gave a majority for the Scott Act in the first place of 3,375, and the Act 
was repealed by a majority of 2,538 1—Well, that is certainly very startling; but as I 
said, I believe the great trouble was that the Act had been repealed in so many other 
places. Then there is no doubt at all that there was a very strong political feeling—I 
mean on both sides of politics—that was fighting against it. 

6907a. Did the temperance men allow themselves to be affected by that !—I believe 
they did. 

6908a. They allowed their political feeling to overcome their temperance feeling !— 
A good many of them did, I am sorry to say. But itis a fact that some temperance 
men will put politics first and temperance afterwards. 

6909a. With the strong temperance feeling that there was in the county, would it 
not have been a matter of policy for the political parties to favour the law ?/—Well, that 
is the political party’s business. Of course you would suppose so. 

6910a. Would not that strike you so ?—Yes, it would, but then the political party 
manceuver their cards so that they can make the most votes. I think if either political 
party would take up the prohibition question and go it flatfooted, they would sweep the 
country. 

691la. Do you favour the prohibition of importations !—A total prohibition from 
every standpoint. 

6912a. Would you allow it to be imported for medicinal, mechanical and _ sacra- 
mental purposes !—Certainly, I am not a crank on that subject. 

6913a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour remuneration to 
brewers and distillers for the loss of their plant and machinery rendered useless !—No, I 
do not see any reason why they should have it. They have had a monopoly of the whole 
thing now for a good many years, while other men have to make a living the best way 
they can, and I do not see why they should not be the same. 

6914a. You are a resident of London !—I always have been. 

6915a. How do you find the license law works here ?—It is a law that is very hard 
to enforce, I should think. 

6916a. Are you opposed to licensing the traffic —I am. 

6917a. I suppose that while liquor is allowed to be sold, you would rather have it 
under restrictions ?—The more prohibitory clauses we can get to bind it, the better— 
that is the idea with me. Ido not believe in taking money from hotel licensees and 
building our streets with it; nor do I believe that we would be a bit poorer if we had 
to make up the loss of revenue by direct taxation. 

6918a. You would be willing to submit to direct taxation in order to get prohibi- 
tion, if the revenue could not be raised otherwise !—I would, certainly. 

6919a. How do you think the license law is observed in this city?—I think very 
well, compared with other places. I can give you my experience of five years as a com- 
mercial traveller. While I was on the road I met with a railway accident, and that is 
why I am laid up now. I have been a commercial traveller for the last five years, I was 
a commercial traveller under the Scott Act, and also under the license law. I was 
Inspector of licenses for nearly two years, and I found the Scott Act easier to enforce, 
after we once got them broke down to it, than the license law. It is an easy matter to 
enforce the license law to a certain extent, and keep the traffic in some sort of bounds ; 
but to enforce it so that nothing at all will be sold during restrictive hours, is much 
more difficult than to enforce the Scott Act. Any man who has been a commercial 
traveller for five years, on the road from here to Quebec, knows that there are mighty 
few hotels that keep the Sunday law. 

6920a. How did you find it in your own district while you were License Inspector ? 
—I found it easier to enforce the Scott Act the last year than it was the first year. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 

6921la. Could you find us any commercial traveller whose experience of the Scott 
Act would justify us in believing that it prohibited the sale of liquor ? We find it difficult 
to get information proving absolute prohibition under the Scott Act ?’—It was sold in 
nearly all the towns. 

6922a. Were you a traveller during the Scott Act period ?—Yes, one year. 

6923a. Did you find any dithculty in procuring liquor?—No. Ina great many 
towns you could procure liquor, but there was a certain amount of sneaking, you had to 
know the ropes. The young men did not seem so much inclined to sit round bars and 
drink, but the old topers used always to know where to go, and there was a back door 
or something of that kind, where you could slip in and get, I suppose, what you wanted. 
I know it as a fact. I was a commercial traveller, and no one knew that I was a prohi- 
bitionist, although I never believed in hiding my colours when it is necessary to show 
them ; and I know that the Scott Act was not enforced in a great many localities. That 
is one of the reasons why it was repealed in a great number of counties. It was chiefly 
owing to the fact that the Act was not thoroughly enforced. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6924a. How do you account for the fact that those returns show that the amount 
of ale and malt liquors that was manufactured, was just about the same all along till 
the Scott Act period !—It is not quite the same, although there is not a great deal of 
difference. But if you watch the movement of liquors closely, you will find there is a 
great deal in bond some years, and in another year a great deal will be taken out of bond. 

6925a. But there are malt liquors manufactured here !/—They might have held it 
back, and they might have sent it out. They might hold back some of it in stock. I 
cannot account for it altogether. 

6926a. A brewer who was here yesterday stated on oath that there was this differ- 
ence, that more went out in bottles than in casks, but that the manufacture kept up the 
same, or about the same ?—They did not sell it in East Middlesex. 

6927a. They did not send it out to the farmers of East Middlesex ?—No. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6928a. Would it be fair to assume that he sold more in the other divisions of Mid- 
dlesex than formerly ?—Probably he did. 

6929a. The testimony shows that in East Middlesex the law was well enforced ?— 
It is my experience that there is a sentiment abroad in the country that a prohibition 
law cannot be enforced without a very strong temperance sentiment. Now I do not 
think it requires sentiment at all to enforce the law. If you have poor officials, you have 
got to get a strong sentiment to root out the official and then get somebody else to 
enforce the law. But my experience is that good officials, good constables and good 
magistrates will enforce the law. 

6930a. Why did you resign your position as License Inspector ?—In the first place, 
I never asked for the position, I did not want it, but the temperance people forced me 
to take it. Then I told the Government that so far as I was concerned, personally I 
did not care for the position, and when the Act was passed I took up the position on 
purpose to enforce the law. Then there was another reason. I believe that I was too 
good an officer—though perhaps I should not say it myself—I was too efficient an ofticer. 
Now, that is plain language. I believe I enforced the law regardless of men, or party, 
or anything else. I just took a straight course, and all the papers could not write me 
down. I went straight ahead and enforced that law, and I was never beaten in one 
conviction. I never had a row with the liquor men in the county, everything went 
smoothly. I used every man alike and used him well, but I enforced the law. 


By Judge McDonald : 


693la. Did you make many second and third convictions !—A good many. 
D. H. WIuiaMs. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 


6932a. Why did you resign ?—The Government asked me to resign. They said there 
were complaints against me from all over the county, that I was rough and harsh, they 
did not think I was a very suitable man for the position. I know I was not from a 
liquor standpoint. 

6933a. When you were asked to resign was there any remonstrance on the part of 
those who desired to see the law enforced ?— Yes, they sent a deputation to Toronto and 
asked the Government to retain me, but the Government would not retain me. J was 
asked to resign in a peculiar way. They asked me to resign one year ahead, and I held 
the position for nearly a year after I had resigned—some six or eight months any way. 
The resignation took effect the next January. 

6934a. How is the license law being enforced in East Middlesex now ?—Not very 
well. 

6935a. Are there any complaints about it?—A good many complaints. 


By Judge McDonald : 


6936a. Was your successor a man equally in favour of prohibition with yourself? 
—Not at all. 

6937a. So you believe the Scott Act was an Act that could be enforced ?—I do, 
with proper officials. 

6938a. Do you attribute the repeal of the Act in Middlesex to the fact that it had 
been repealed throughout the Province /—That is the reason why we lost it. 


Mrs. MAY THORNLEY, of London, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


6939a. How long have you resided in London ?—I have been living here since the 
fall of 1890. 

6940a. I understand that you are President of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union !— Yes. 

6941a. How long have you keld that position ?—Since the fall of 1891. 

6942a. That Union is interested in temperance work ?—Yes, that is our object. 

6943a. It aims at securing prohibition /—Yes. 

69440. Apart from that, it also engages in general temperance work !—Yes. 

6945a. Is it a certain part of your work to look after families who are suffering 
from the intemperate habits of the father or of some other relative?—Yes. We have 
that, and we have an Evangelistic Department in our work, we hold little cottage 
meetings amongst people who do not usually go to church. We have held over 300 
meetings of that kind in a year, and that brings us in close contact with the families of 
working people, and of course, the class of people who do not attend church are often 
very dissipated people. 

6946a. Do you visit the hospital !—Yes, we have that, and jail visitation also. 

6947a. Then you are brought much in contact with people generally, and are a great 
deal in their homes ?—A good deal. 

6948a. Do you find there is much suffering and distress caused by intemperance in 
this community /—It is about nine years since I first became connected with temperance 
work, and after I had been a little while in the work I found so much misery and heard 
such awful things from the lips of mothers and sisters about the evil of this traffic, that 
I grew to hate it, and my hatred was so great that it extended over to everybody who 
was engaged init. I did not seem to realize at first that it was not right to feel like 
that, so I earnestly strove against that feeling, and I do feel now that those engaged in 
the traffic are themselves to be pitied, and God loves them also as well as those who 
suffer by the traffic, and I feel equally anxious that they should be out of it for their 
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own sakes. The things I have heard are so terrible that it seemed as if everything in 
me would rise up against the traffic, and I feel that as long as I live I shall try by every 
means to crush it. 

6949a. You still have that feeling towards the traffic ?—Towards the traffic, but not 
towards those who are engaged in it, because I see them suffer equally with those who 
patronize it. 

6950a. Perhaps the better way would be for you just to make us a statement in 
reference to the matters which we have been instructed to inquire into, that is, the effects 
of the liquor traffic upon the social conditions of the people as to prohibition and the means 
of enforcing it, and the effect of the traffic on the industrial interests of the country, 
perhaps you would not be likely, asa lady, to be so well qualified to speak on those points ? 
—You do not want definite cases ? 

695la. No, just a statement of your knowledge of the effects of the traffic and how 
to remedy the evil /—I have had a little idea of a remedy, because I am acquainted with 
a town in New Jersey in which there is not a single place where liquor is sold ; no license 
is allowed there, because those who founded the town got a charter from the Legislature 
prohibiting the sale of liquor in it. It is a narrow strip about a mile across. They got 
a charter prohibiting the sale of liquor on either side, I saw more benefit from prohibi- 
tion than I ever thought possible. Of course the benefit was greatly diminished by the 
fact that one mile on either side you could buy all the liquor you wanted. The name 
of the town is Ocean Grove. There is a nest of taverns, some three or four around it, 
where people can get liquor. To that town mothers have brought their sons and wives 
have brought their husbands who were addicted to drink, and they stayed a year or two 
at a time and there would not be the least trouble with them. Then perhaps some old 
companion would get hold of them, or they would leave the town for some purpose, and 
in a short time we heard that they fell into habits of drinking again. As you know 
there has been much talk in the newspapers about this prohibition not being enforced 
and the trouble is that those who are opposed to us have not any hesitation in making 
statements without any foundation of facts. Over and over again I heard before I came 
there that any one could obtain liquor in the town ; and if you are told a thing over and 
over again, and you do not know to the contrary, you gradually come to believe it. The 
statement was believed by many people that you could obtain liquor in the town. Of course 
there were drug stores where it was sold; and there are any quantity of hotels, but no 
liquor is sold in them. 

6952a. What is the population ?—In the summer time, 30,000 or 40,000. It isa 
well known summer resort and one of the Chatauqua assemblies is held at Ocean Grove. 

6953a. There are other meetings held there, are there not, yearly gatherings !—From 
the 4th July to lst September there are meetings almost every day, different kinds of 
conferences and assemblies. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


6954a. In those hotels that are used for the accommodation of persons who go there 
to spend a month or six weeks, is there any liquor allowed to guests !—There is absolute 
prohibition. A gentleman made a statement one day in the centre of a crowd of people 
that he could obtain all the liquor he wanted, and he brought out, if I remember right, 
$25 and laid it down on the counter and said, I can go out from here and obtain all the 
liquor I want. Another gentleman said, I take you up. And he put down a similar sum 
of money, and said, We will stay here and give you any length of time you think neces- 
sary to go out and get that liquor, and you can back that up with allthe money you 
please. The crowd all waited in the store, and the gentleman went out, and after he 
had been gone quite a length of time, he came back very crestfallen, unable to obtain 
a single drink. I could not tell you exactly the year that was in. 

6955a. Were you there at the time?’—No, I was not, but my husband was there 
at the time. 

6956a. How many years ago would it be?—Perhaps I was living there at the time 
IT do not remember. But I was acquainted with this gentleman at the time the thing 
occurred, and my husband knew of it as a fact. My husband was one of the charter 

Mrs. May THORNLEY. 
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members of this town, so I knew that prohibition was enforced, and you can see under 
what enormous difficulty when liquor could be obtained in Asbury Park, which was near 
at hand. All the time I was there, and I lived there nearly five years, I never saw but 
one person under the influence of liquor. We used to have every day, and almost every 
hour, the entire season, excursions coming down there, with 10,000 persons, with not a 
single case of intoxication. You could go to the beach all day long and never see an in- 
toxicated person. I do not mean to say there never was one, because I asked a police- 
man on his beat, and he told me occasionally some one would come down bringing liquor 
with them and would attempt to consume it on the beach, but the police were so opposed 
to the liquor that they would not permit it. 

6957a. Has that been your only experience of prohibition !—That is my only ex- 
perience. 

6958a. Where is Asbury Park?!—Next to Ocean Grove, just a short distance 
from the lake, about a quarter of a mile. They do not allow open sale there, but liquor 
is sold largely in drug stores, because they have officials who will not enforce the law. 

6959a. Do you know anything about a decision of the proprietor of that place to 
abandon the attempt to enforce prohibition !—He has made no such decision. It was 
stated so in the papers, and a deputation waited on him last summer, and he said it was 
not the case, although he has lost thousands of dollars in his efforts to enforce it. He 
said if he could have the people back him up he would still continue to enforce pro- 
hibition. He said that after the papers had stated that he was going in for high license 
and would no longer have prohibition. 

6960a. Do you know as a matter of fact that he has not abandoned prohibition in 
Asbury Park ?—So he stated to this deputation that waited upon him. He has no 
longer control of the town as he had originally, and the officials are now elected by the 
people directly, and these officials, many of them, are not in sympathy with the law and 
do not make any effort to carry it out. 


By Judge McDonald : 


696la. Is there anything further you would like to say to us?—I do not think of 
anything. 

6962a. How long have you lived here ?—I was born and brought up in Canada, and 
since 1890 I have lived in London. 

6963a. During that time have you noticed there is a progressive temperance senti- 
ment ?—I have found that decidedly the case. 

6964a. And an increase of temperance habits /—Yes. I know a great many people 
who formerly used liquors a little in their own home, not regularly but occasionally, do 
not do so now. 

6965a. From your knowledge of the home habits of the people, what would you say 
about permitting farmers to make wine and cider for their own use, in case a prohibitory 
law were passed ?—I should think that all these things would settle themselves. I think 
the first thing would be to get a prohibitory law, and then if people made such an abuse 
of their power as to manufacture these things in their own home, public sentiment would 
have to rise and crush it out. 

6966a. You would not interfere with that unless it was found to be an evil?—I 
have not had sufficient experience to know how to answer that question. But I have 
heard there are certain restrictions in reference to the manufacture of wine. 

6967a. In Maine they allow people to bring in from other States such liquors as 
they wish to use in their own houses. The Federal law is such that there is no way to 
prevent it?—You mean the State cannot prevent it? 

6968«. Yes. General Neal Dow has told us that he does not think that can be 
prevented under the constitution. At any rate, they do bring it in. But the law you 
aim at in this country would prevent that being done, as I understand you? You 
would prevent their bringing in from the States liquor to be used in their own families ? 
—Yes, the importation. 

6969a. Then comes the question whether people making their own wine at home. 
from their own grapes, should be interfered with—would you permit them to do that? 
—I do not think, not having had any experience in those prohibitory States, that my 
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opinion would be of much value, but I should think we could start without that, and 
then if it became a detriment to the public welfare, we could suppress it. Let the law 
deal with that if it is found to be an evil. 

6970a. What is the number of the members of your Union !—There are 305 paid 
members this year, and about 50 general members. 

6971a. Do you know how many there are in the Province of Ontario?—We only 
count members who have paid their affiliation fee as belonging to the Provincial Union, 
and I think nearly 5,000 have paid their affiliation fee. Many people belong to the local 
Union who do not pay their affiliation fee to the Provincial Union. 

69714a. Are those ladies all pledged in favour of prohibitory legislation !—Yes. 

6972a. And by that means they expect to do away with intemperance ?—Yes. It 
just occurs to me that I might mention something about the King’s Daughters organi- 
zation, in the church to which I belong. It is a small organization. I should think there 
would be probably an attendance of fourteen or fifteen ladies at atime. Last year they 
had some twenty-seven or thirty families under their care. They do not take hold of 
families, except in rare instances, unless they have some connection with the denomina- 
tion to which the ladies belong, not because they are not willing to help all the rest, but 
because the field is so wide they cannot help every one. Last year I heard of many cases 
and I was brought into contact with some. Some of the cases were so pitiful and heart 
rending, cases of mothers and children who suffered through the intemperance of the 
husband and father, that sometimes in the meeting ladies would say, It is almost useless 
to keep giving all the time to these people, it is like throwing money away when the 
thing that produces the harm goes on without any check. 

6973a. In what church was that ?—In the Dundas Street Central Methodist Church. 
There are King’s Daughters connected with the other churches too. Ex-Mayor Spencer 
could give you valuable testimony in regard to this point. 


By Mr Clarke : 


6974a. Has the association given any attention to the treatment of persons who 
are addicted to the use of alcohol and who are before the Police Magistrate from time to 
time, and as to the punishment that is placed upon them! If they are convicted they 
are sent to jail for twenty or thirty days. Do you think that kind of punishment is 
productive of any permanent benefit /—No, I do not think it is. 

6975a. Would you favour the establishment of institutions for the special treat- 
ment of those who are victims of alcoholism?—When I say that I do not think this 
kind of punishment is productive of benefit, I suppose it is necessary for the protection 
of society. 

6976a. But does it benefit the people themselves who are victims of the drink habit ? 
—No, I should not think it would benefit them much. 

6977a. Would you favour the establishment of institutions where these people 
would be specially treated, where they could be committed for an indefinite period ?—I 
think that in a large majority of cases, if the temptation was not put before them, they 
would not require any such establishments. The trouble is that the habit has got be- 
yond their control. We have seen men who would give almost their lives if they could 
stop drinking, and if the temptation was not near then they would stop drinking. 

6978a. But until the temptation is removed altogether, would you favour the es- 
tablishment of institutions where they would be especially treated ’—Yes, I would. 
Take a case that one of our union was visiting. A man was in the asylum, and his 
mother said to me “ If it was not for the liquor saloons about this place that man would 
be at liberty and would be going about his business.” But even one glass of liquor makes 
him crazy, and no one can tell what he will do, and so he must be shut up in that asy- 
lum. There is no other place for him in order to keep him away from temptation. I 
think as long as we have not prohibition, it would be wise to place them where they 
could not obtain the liquor. 

6979a. Do you know anything about those institutions that are called Keeley Gold 
Cure establishments? Has your organization looked into their operation?—No, we 
have not taken that matter up. 

Mrs. May THorn_ey. 
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6980a. We have heard a great deal about their operation in the State of Maine? 
—I do not know anything about them. I know a number of cases where men have 
tried it. 

698la. With what results /—In some cases they have been entirely cured ; in some 
cases they have been cured for a time and have lapsed again. 

6982a. Do you know what percentage have lapsed!—I could not say. I had a 
friend who went there, and apparently he was thoroughly cured and became an agent 
for the institution, but he subsequently died a horrible death through drink. 

6983. Is there anything else you would like to say bearing on the subject of this 
inquiry ?—We women are banded together for the overthrow of the traffic, and we never 
mean to stop until we see the last of it. 


Jupce McDONALD—As there is no other person who wishes to give evidence, 
this sitting of the Commission is closed. The Commission will meet at Berlin, Ont., on 
Monday, at 3 o'clock, p.m. The Commissioners desire to express their thanks to His 
Worship the Mayor for having given them the use of this commodious room. 


The Commission adjourned. 
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BERLIN, October 10, 1893. 
The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic met here this day at two o’clock p.m. 
Present ; 


JupGE McDona Lp. Mr. E. F. CLarke. 


JupceE McDONALD.—The sitting of the Commission is now open. I have to 
explain that of the Commissioners, Sir Joseph Hickson, Chairman, who has just returned 
from Europe, is not with us to-day; and Rev. Dr. McLeod, of Fredericton, N.B., who 
has been with us heretofore, has been called away to his own Province. It was expected 
that Mr. Gigault, of Quebec, the other member of the Commission, might have been 
with us here to-day, but he has not so far joined us on our Ontario tour. Her Majesty’s 
Commission was opened in Brockville for this Province where the Letters Patent were 
read, and it is not necessary to read them here to-day. The Commission has been 
appointed for the purpose of obtaining data respecting : 

1. The effects of the liquor traffic upon all interests affected by it in Canada. 

2. The measures which have been adopted in this and other countries with a view 
to lessen, regulate or prohibit the traffic. 

3. The results of those measures in each case. 

4. The effect the enactment of a prohibitory law in Canada would have in respect 
to social conditions, agricultural business, industrial and commercial interests, and the 
revenue requirements of the municipalities, the Provinces, and of the Dominion ; and 
also as to its capability of efficient enforcement. 

The rule that has been followed in each case has been to call as the first witness, 


the Chief Magistrate of the place. His Worship the Mayor is present, and we will call 
him as the first witness. 


H.C. LACKNER, M.D., Mayor of Berlin, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


6984a. How long have yon resided in Berlin !—About seventeen years. 

6985a. How long have you been Mayor ?—This is my third term. 

6986a. What is your profession or occupation !—I am a physician, practising in 
the town. 

6987a. What is the character of your town as a law-abiding and orderly place 1— 
Our town is very law-abiding. 

6988a. The people are of sober habits /—Yes. 

6989a. What is the population of Berlin?—I think, according to the last census, 
about 7,000. 

6990a. Have you many manufacturing establishments /—Yes, we have quite a large 
number. The town is principally a manufacturing town. 

6991la. Will you name to us a few of the principal industries !’—The manufacture 
of furniture is a very large industry ; then we have the tanning and leather industry, a 
shirt and collar factory, factories for the manufacture of Btitons and shoes, a large glove 
manufactory, iron foundries and a piano factory. 

6992a. All these industries give employment to a large number of operatives /—Yes. 

6993a. Some male and some female /—Yes. The furniture and piano manufactories 


employ male labour generally ; whereas the button works and the shirt and collar factory 
employ quite a number of females. 


H, C, Lackner, M.D. 
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6994a. Are these working people of different nationalities ?—Yes. 

6995a. How are they as a class as to their habits —Quiet and well behaved. They 
live very harmoniously and agreeably together. 

6996a. Sometimes we find that people who are employed in factories make a separate 
class of the community, as it were, and are not always as quiet as some other classes !— 
During my term there has never been any disturbance amounting to anything. Our 
population is composed of German and English, and Pennsylvania Dutch. They have 
inter-married and formed a sort of mixed population. They all get along very well 
together. 

6997a. Have you many places in the town licensed to sell intoxicating drink ?—We 
have one wholesale establishment, two shop licenses, and I think there are eight hotels. 

6908a. Is the number beyond the requirements of the people, of the travelling 
public and the farmers who come into town /—I believe not. 

6999a. Are any of these houses what are commonly called saloons!—We have no 
saloons. 

7000a. All these houses have accommodation for travellers, stabling for horses, etc. ? 
—They all come under the name of hotels. 

7001a. Are you the Police Magistrate of the town !—No. Of course the Mayor, by 
virtue of his office, is a Magistrate, but the work generally devolves upon Mr. McKay, 
who is the Police Magistrate proper. He is a County Magistrate, and most of the business 
comes under his special care. 

7002a. Speaking as chief Magistrate of the town, and also from your observations 
as a citizen, do you find that the men in Berlin who are licensed, live up to the require- 
ments of the License Act as to the observance of Sunday closing !—I think they do very 
well, as I have reason to know. I often go into the hotels as a physician, and I have 
never seen one instance where I thought the liquor law was broken. I have often 
remarked that. 

7003a. And Saturday night in the same way?—I have never acted as a spy or 
Inspector, but in my capacity as a physician I am called amongst them very often, and 
I believe the majority of our hotels live up to the law positively and strictly. 

7004a. Have you had any trouble in Berlin with minors being furnished with 
liquor, boys under the required age !—No such case has come under my notice. 

7005a. Have you any Indians about here at all !—We have no Indians. 

7006a. Have you ever had a prohibitory enactment in this county ?—No, not to 
my knowledge, neither in the town nor the county. 

7007a. Do you know whether the Scott Act was ever voted upon in this county !— 
No, not to my knowledge. 

7008. Have you had experience of a prohibitory law in any other section of Can- 
ada, or elsewhere ?—I have been about in the two adjoining counties, Oxford and Wel- 
lington, and I saw the most disgraceful carrying on I ever saw in my life in the town of 
Woodstock, County of Oxford. I was Mayor at the time, and a number of us had occa- 
sion to go there as a Commission. We stoped at the O’Neill House, and we were asked 
if we would like to see how the Scott Act worked. Of course coming from a county of 
this kind, we were very anxious to see what improvement could be made. We were 
asked to step through a sort of a sub-way, I think it was. There was a dance going on 
in the Town Hall, and I was amused to see them drinking in lager beer glasses. The 
Germans here have what they call a lager beer glass, which is a larger glass than is used 
in hotels for stronger liquors; and these people were carrying liquor around in lager 
beer glasses. 

7009a. In Wellington County what experience had you ?—I never saw things so 
bad as that in Wellington. However, I saw that the Scott Act was broken there fre- 
quently. 

7010a. Have you had experience in any other country than Canada ?—I have been 
in the United States, but never in a prohibitory State. 

701la. Speaking as a physician, do you find any large amount of the cases which 
you have to attend professionally, in which the sickness is caused from intemperate ha- 
bits ?—I do not think I have seen half a dozen such cases in the seventeen years I have 
practiced, either delirium tremens or anything of that kind. 
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7012a. Have you had any cases in which intemperate habits have been the means 
of aggravating other diseases /—Well, that is a pretty difficult matter to answer. 

7013a. So far as you recollect !—In my recollection I have very seldom been able 
to trace any disease to liquor. I have noticed a few cases of delirium tremens, but very 
rare. I am positive in saying that I have never seen half a dozen cases in this commu- 
nity. 

7014a. Have you much poverty in Berlin?’—We claim that our people are better 
housed and fed than in any other town in Canada. I think we can justly claim that 
pre-eminence. Our charity account towards helping what we would call poor people, is 
I think within $100. Some six years ago it was nearly a hundred dollars. This money 
is used to aid families that are destitute of the ordinary necessaries of life. 

7015a. Have you found that among any of those families, the poverty is caused by 
intemperate habits on the part of, say, the head of the family, or other members of it ? 
—WScarcely ever. There are some cases of widows with children that we have had to sup- 
port. But I cannot recollect a case specially now where I have been obliged to aid a 
family on account of the drunkenness of the husband. 

7016a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Domi- 
nion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of liquor for beverage purposes ? 
—That is a question to which I am scarcely prepared to give an intelligent answer ; I 
have not studied the subject thoroughly enough to answer it directly. My opinion is 
that the only way to improve the habits of the people is by education. I think the peo- 
ple would have to be overwhelmingly in favour of prohibition before it could be enfor- 
ced. 

7017a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery that would be ren- 
dered useless !—I certainly think they should. 

7018a. Have you found since your acquaintance with Berlin that there has been a 
gradual and steady growth of temperance sentiment in the community /—I think that 
the liquor traffic has rather decreased in our town. What are generally called old to- 
pers, I believe we have less of them now than there were fifteen years ago. 

7019a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself, upon any of the 
points covered by the Commission you have heard read ’—Well, I have never really 
studied the liquor question. All I know is that the people of this town are very law- 
abiding. I would certainly favour a rigid enforcement of the present law. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7020. What is your police force —We only have one policeman in the town, only 
one paid ofticer. 

7021a. Is he able to enforce the by-law /—He seems to be getting big and fat over 
it. 

7022a. How many places are licensed /—I think eight hotels, two shops, and there 
is one wholesale license ; but no saloons. 

7023a. I think it is a proof of the order and sobriety of the people when you have 
only one officer for a population of seven or eight thousand. Regarding billiard tables 
in hotels, do you approve of them or would you separate billiard tables from places where 
liquor is sold !--I think they had better be separated. I have not much experience with 
them. 

7024a. Would you favour granting licenses to saloons, that is, to places that make 
no pretention to giving accommodation to travellers, but are merely drinking shops !— 
No, I would not favour that. We have never taken that stand in the town. I think 
it is the feeling of our public not to have saloon licenses. 

7025a. Is one police officer found capable of keeping order in the town ?—He at- 
tends to the enforcement of the by-laws, and keeps good order in the town. We pay 
him about $600 a year, and it is his duty to enforce the law and see that fines and the 
like of that are paid to the Town Treasurer. 

7026a. To what do you attribute your immunity from poverty in this town ?— 
Well, our people are very industrious and economical, as a class. Very few of them 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 423 


have spendthrift habits in regard to liquor or anything else. They are not paid larger 
wages here than in other places, but their habits are so economical and thrifty that they 
do not want to spend so much money. Of course our manufactures give them very 
steady employment. We understand that is the first requisite towards steady habits. 

7027a. What is the beverage of the masses of your people !—The principal beverage 
seems to be a light lager beer. 

7028a. Does that take the place largely of malt liquors and spirits, and of strong 
beer !—I think if two dozen of our working people were to enter a bar-room, twenty 
two of them would only drink their lager. 

7029a. Is this light lager manufactured in this county ?—Most of it is manufactured 
in this county. There is no manufacture now in town, but it comes from Waterloo, 
and I understand a good deal of it now comes froin the town of Guelph. Strong ale is 
very little drank here. The German population do not seem to favour strong ale, but 
rather the light lager. 

7030a. Would it be well to encourage the substitution of light wine and lager beer 
for stronger beer and whisky, by the imposition of heavier duties on the latter kind of 
liquors, and lightening the duty on light wine and beer?—I do not really know what 
the duties are. 

7031la. Do you think it would be in the interest of temperance to popularize if 
possible, these light wines and lager, and try to get them to take the place of whisky 
and of stronger beer !—I think the temperance cause would be favoured by encouraging 
these lighter drinks. I think it is due to drinking the lighter beverages that so few of 
those who use them are drunkards. 

7032a. There is no difficulty of course on the part of any citizen in procuring this 
lager beer ?—I thing they sell it over the bar, and in the town of Waterloo and other 
towns, I think, it is sold by the dozen pint bottles, and supplied to the homes. 

7033a. What is the effect upon the human system of drinking lager and strong 
beer? Is it more or less injurious than drinking whisky !—It seems to me it is the 
alcohol that does the injury, if there is any injury done, consequently a beer having less 
alcohol would be certainly less injurious. 

7034a. It has been given in testimony to the Commission that drinking beer has a 
disastrous effect upon the kidneys, and promotes Bright’s disease and so on ; while 
drinking whisky has not anything like such injurious effects, in other words, that 
whisky drinkers live longer than beer drinkers. What is your opinion regarding that ? 
—From my own personal experience, I could hardly answer that question properly. 


by Judge McDonald: 


7035a. Has there been a reduction in the number of licenses in this town during 
the past two years !—I think there is one hotel less. 

7036a. Does your Municipal Council put any special tax upon taverns /—Yes, I will 
read the by-law which imposed that tax. It was passed February 6th, 1893, and is 
signed by myself : 

By-law No. 488, to fix the dues or fees upon tavern or shop licenses, and for other 
purposes : 


Whereas it is deemed expedient and necessary under the Revised Statutes of Ontario, 1887, Chap- 
ter 194, Section 42, to pass a by-law regarding certain duties to be paid wholly for the use of the 
municipality of the town of Berlin, for tavern or shop licenses in the town of Berlin, over and above 
all duties or fees paying to the Province of Ontario for such license ; 

Be it therefore enacted by the corporation of the town of Berlin, by the Municipal Council thereof 
in council duly convened and assembled, and it is hereby enacted, that the following duties or fees 
are hereby required to be paid for tavern or shop licenses within the town of Berlin, wholly for the 
use of the municipality of the said town of Berlin, over and above and in addition to all the dues or 
fees payable for such licenses to the Province of Ontario, namely : 


Rorstaverns licenses thersilm Oljesi emcee mere eee: arte $65 


Homshopi licenses the suminob.-) «asc amici letisiels sil ketene ae 5 


7037. The Province pays you back a portion of what is collected for the Provincial 
license ?—I think the share of the North Waterloo district, from the Province, is about 
$1300. 
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7038a. Do youknow whether there are many total abstainers in Berlin?—I think 
there are quite a number of total abstainers. 
7039a. Does the treating system prevail to any extent ?—It does prevail to some 


extent. 
7040a. With what kind of liquor ?—Beer is the general beverage. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
7041a. Lager seems to be the staple beverage here !—I think if any man offered to 
treat a crowd, unless he specified the liquor himself, they would all ask for lager. 
7042a. What amount did you receive in licenses last year ?—In 1892, it was 
$1,008 ; in 1893, $1,316.36. This is what we get from the License Commissioners. 
7043a. Hoy much do you get from your own by-law?—I could not say whether 


anything has yet been collected under it. 
70440. What is your rate of taxation !—Fourteen mills. That includes everything. 


By Judge McDonald : 


70450. Have you any special debt upon your town for bonuses ?—Yes, but that 
rate of taxation covers all that. It provides for a sinking fund and everything we have 
to meet. I think there is a very small taxation for the separate schools. 


ey Dt oan iy 


A.J. BREWSTER, of Hespeler, Town Clerk, on being duly sworn, deposed as fol- 
lows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 
7046a. How long have you resided in Hespeler !/—About thirty-five years. 
7047a. Do you carry on any other occupation !—I am conveyancer, and have been 
clerk since 1870, and treasurer for the last two years. 
7048a. What is the population of Hespeler ?—About 2,000. 
7049a. What kind of a community have you there ?—A manufacturing community, 
woollen mills and things of that kind. 
7050a. How do they rank as being a law-abiding and orderly community ?—Our 
people are very orderly, and will compare favourably with other places, so far as I know. 
705la. Are the men who work in these factories mostly Canadians, or are they 
made up of other nationalities ?—The majority are Canadians. We have a sprinkling 
of English that are imported to run certain parts of the woollen mills. 
7052a. Have you any connection yourself with these woollen mills ?—Not at all. 
7053a. So far as you can speak from observation as a citizen, what are the habits of 
the people employed in those works!—They are sober. Our manufacturers are very 
particular, they would not have anybody else. 
7054a. How many hotels have you in Hespeler?—There are two hotels, but no 
other licenses of any kind. 
7055a. Have you a brewery there /—Neither a brewery nor a distillery. 
7056a. What is your rate of taxation ?—Twelve and one-half mills on the dollar, 
that covers everything. 
7057a. Can you say from observation what kind of liquor is mostly used for bever- 
age purposes /—Lager beer. 
7058a. Is there much poverty in that community ?—None at all that I am aware 
of. They are a very thrifty people. Any person acquainted with manufacturing indus- 
tries knows that these woollen men are very thrifty people. 
7059a. Would you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law, prohibiting 
the manufacture, importation and sale of liquor for beverage purposes ?—Not unless it 


was enforced. 
H. C. Lackner, M.D. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 


7060a. What do you mean by that ?—We have not had it in our county, but if it 
was in force the same as the Scott Act was in force in municipalities where it was 
adopted, it would be a curse to us. 

706la. How was the Scott Act enforced 1—It was not enforced at all. 

7062a. Where do you mean?—Wellington, principally. It is not in force there 
now. 

7063a. Will you tell the Commission anything you know regarding its non-enforce- 
ment !—They used to drink right along in Guelph, that is all I know. I would not like 
to see that state of things, I would prefer a license law. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7064a. Have you many arrests for drunkenness in Hespeler ?—The thing is almost 
unknown, and among our own citizens it is entirely unknown. Sometimes a person 
comes in from the outside who gets drunk. We have a lock-up, but it is not used. 

7065a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, such as has been asked for, 
to prohibit the importation, manufacture and sale of liquor for beverage purposes, would 
you favour an exception for liquors to be used for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental 
purposes ?—I have never thought of that at all. I was just passing through, and Mr. 
Kribs knowing me—Hespeler is his native place—caught me on the fly. 

7066a. You have not considered that matter ?—Not at all. 

7067a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery rendered 
useless /—I never gave that a thought either. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7068a. Have you had any experience of the operations of the Scott Act in any 
other place except the County of Wellington !—No, only as I passed through it. Years 
ago I know that they used a good deal of liquor in Milton, forinstance. I had business 
there two or three times. I was told that people could get liquor there, but I never had 
any personal experience. | 

7069a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law if it could be enforced ? 
That is another question I am not in a position to answer. I never thought about it. 

7070a. Is there much violation of the license law in Hespeler?—No. It is a thing 
that is hardly known. I could not say whether a hotel-keeper has been fined during 
the last ten years, but it is a thing that is almost unknown. In our village they just 
pay the $120 Government license, and we don’t put anything else on them at all. But 
they have got to keep the law; they have got to close up at eleven o'clock, and on 
Saturday night at seven o’clock and keep closed all Sunday, if they do not they will 
certainly pay a fine. There is no other place in that town where a man can get liquor 
except in those hotels. But they must keep their houses right. If they were to be fined 
twice the license would be taken away from them, that is, so far as the Council would 
have power to do it. 

7071la. There does not seem to be any difficulty in regulating the traffic under 
license —None at all. There used to be more hotels, but they are cut down to two. 
There was a man that kept a hotel for a while, and they put him out. 

7072a. Did the other person violate the law?’—Exactly. He was fined once, I 
think, before he left. 

7073a. Has there ever been a prohibitory law submitted in that section ?—No. 
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P. ITIER, of Berlin, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7074a. We understand that you have been, until recently, Manager or Superin- 
tendent of the House of Industry here !—Yes. 

7075a. How long since you gave up that position ? 
about thirteen and one-half years. 

7076a. Your House of Industry has been one of the longest in existence in this 
Province ¢—I think it is the oldest in Ontario. 

7077a. I believe you not only maintained the poor of your own county, but where 
arrangements were made for their keeping, you received them from other counties ? 
—Yes, quite a number of them. We used to be pestered with people from other 
counties. 

7078. During the time you were superintendent, how many inmates did you have 
in the house!—About 85 on the average. 

7079a. What proportion was men and what proportion women /—About one-third 
were women. 

7080a. Was inquiry made as to the habits of those people in reference to the use 
of liquor, previous to their being received into the home ?’—I suppose there would be 
probably 75 per cent who had been people of intemperate habits, and that was the cause 
of their trouble. 

7081la. It was owing to their intemperate habits that they came to the home /— 
That was the main cause, no doubt about that. 

7082a. Were those people mostly advanced in years !—Of all ages. 

7083a. What would be the age of the youngest !—There were just about as many 
young as old people. In fact young people nowadays are really worse than older 
people, so far as drink is concerned. 

70840. We have been told in many places that there is quite a growth of temper- 
ance sentiment and temperance habits in the community /—Well, I could not say 
that. ; 

7085a. It has not been so with people that came under your notice in the home ? 
—No. Intemperance has brought most of them there. It was the direct or indirect 
cause. 

7086a. I was going to ask you about the indirect cause. Were there some cases of 
persons who had been brought there by intemperate habits upon the part of relatives ? 
—Yes; I should say about one-fourth of the balance, that is, of those who were not 
brought there by their own drinking habits. 

7087a. Did you have any total abstainers there ?/—I do not think it. 

7088a. I suppose these people, while in the House of Industry, were not permitted 
to obtain intoxicating liquors to drink as a beverage !—They were prevented from get- 
ting it. 

7089a. Were any of them when they came in under the influence of drink /—Yes, 
very often under the influence of liquor. 

7090a. Did you have any trouble in breaking off their habits?—Not so much 
trouble in breaking them off after they are there. They seem to go along quite willingly 
without it. Occasionally one will crave for it, and probably will do so all his lifetime. 
It is very hard for old drinkers to lose their craving. 

7091a. Are they allowed to go out /—Of course, if they go out they will get drink, 
no matter whether they have money or not. They will get their drink all right. 

7092a. Do they come into town to get it /—Yes, and they frequently get it out 
there. 

7093a. What had been your calling before you went to the House of Industry /—I 
was a carpenter and contractor. 

7094a. As such did you employ men ?—Yes. 

PB. Ire. 
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7095a. Did you find your business injuriously affected owing to the intemperate 
habits of the men !—Not a great deal, because I would not keep a man who took too 
much. 

7096a. Did you ever have to part with men for that reason!—Yes. 

7097a. Were you ever troubled with men being thrown off their work through the 
intemperance of another man upon whom their own work depended ?—No, not to my 
knowledge. - 

7098a. Then your men were not dependent upon one another /—No. 

7099a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law !—Not at 
all. I have never taken any interest in it. 

7100a. Did you ever consider the question of the enactment of a prohibitory law 4 
—Not in particular. 

7101la. As to the advisability of passing such a law !—I have never given it much 
consideration. 

7102a. Would you wish to express an opinion on the subject /—I do not know as J 
would on the spur of the moment. 

7103a. How is the House of Industry supported !/—By a grant from the county. 

7104a. Do the people earn anything themselves up there !—Yes, they earn quite a 
bit. 

7105a. Is there a farm in connection t—Yes, 125 acres. 

7106a. Were the men able to work on that farm !—There is a number that can do 
a certain amount of work on the farm. They do all the work with the exception of one 
hired man. 

7107a. What do the women do?—They help around the house inside if they are 
able. They are mostly old women who are not able to do much. 

7108a. As I understand, some of these come there from other counties /—Yes, 
quite a number of them. 

7109a. Was every one of them put to the debit of the County of Waterloo ?—No, 
not exactly. 

7110a. What is the system under which people are committed to this House /— 
They are committed through the Magistrate or reeves or deputy reeves. 

71lla. Were the people charged with vagrancy before the Magistrate usually sent 
there ?—No, they would not be sent there, they would be sent to prison. But very often 
after coming out of prison they came to the poor-house. 

7112a. Can you give me any statement from your own recollection as to the cost of 
maintenance per head in that institution?—It has been about a dollar a week on the 
average for each inmate, for ten or twelve years. 

7113a. From your experience in that House, do you believe that if the manufac- 
ture, importation and sales of intoxicating liquor for beverage purposes were done away 
with, there would be less poverty !—Well, I should not wonder but what there would be 
at the poor-house. 

7114a. Had any of the people who were committed there been charged with crime ? 
—Yes, there was a number of them who had been sent to prison for crime, and who after 
leaving the House of Refuge, got into prison again. 

7115a. It was a House of Refuge for them between times, as it were /—Yes. 

7116a. Could you trace the criminality of these people to intemperate habits /—No, 
I could not exactly. 

7117a. We are told that sometimes petty larcenies are committed by persons with 
a view to get something that they can sell for drink ?—I could not say much about that. 
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J. B. POWELL, of Guelph, Collector of Inland Revenue, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7118a. How long have you lived in Guelph ?—AlII my life, nearly. 

7119a. How long have you held the position of Collector of Inland Revenue ?— 
Since 1887. 

7120a. Have you with you any statistics from your book in the Inland Revenue 
Office ?—Yes, I have statistics covering the years from 1887 to 1892 inclusive, showing 
the quantity of spirits manufactured in the division, the disposition of them, and the 
quantity of beer manufactured. I have also the total number of proof gallons on which 
duty was paid in the division altogether. 

712la. Taken out of bond ?—Yes. 

7122a. Your district is made up of the counties of Wellington and Waterloo ?— 
Yes. 

7123a. Does that include any part of the Scott Act period in Wellington !—Yes. 
If I had had more time I might have gone back a couple of years and taken in the whole 
of the Scott Act period, and by the time the Commission goes to Guelph, I may be able 
to do so. I will now give you the quantity of spirits in proof gallons that were manu- 
factured during the period I have named, each fiscal year ending June 30th :— 


Year. Proof Gallons. 
1887-88. cara a LAs Geeks We act tae ee en ee 312,179 
LS88-89 eee aie ctl la iahattc Daa SAAS erent 280,563 
EB S990 xis ic daar Ratahs wee eae 6 Scere les nev eae 273,201 
NS OO ZONE ie eis Ge oaks eck teu ens Joe ie) ana, at ec ee oo 254,326 
1.83 Oi BOD) sein seh 25 ck ou be 8 ea ool hl a eee Am RO Oa eed Se et 263,672 
1 1 8 De ieee ae pt tem MeO eR Pap Soh eee et ap cena LB 276,678 


What I have given you just now is the quantity of spirits manufactured. I will 
now give you a table showing the number of gallons on which duty was paid. 


Year. Gallons. 
LSB TBS ice ehh Bits oe 5 ee ed ee ae eS ne 90,449 
LSSS-S 95 ter ti ae NM OAL re ek een ane = hades he Pee eee 136,878 
TES O-QOMESE cy APT SRR ons rohan Maen te ee we eee 162,508 
VSSOLOY ye we oes yd Se nee Rete See eh Mei ene ae 148,987 
MBO 1-90 otis eae Oehake, eee I Ube, Be Ne A NR Me a Oe a 141,890 
O92 OS 4s SS ae tai Ae Ape ae eee Ue en Ste tare eyes 143, 063 


That was the total number of gallons taken out of bond during those years. Now, 
the next table shows the quantity of beer produced for each of those years. 


Year. Gallons. 
i Reo ic tons Coat a RM Inn rR Men MAE ee R AG Tadks Oded 4 Ne - 5 Oley 8 1,242,101 
DSS OE Oren cee iis bate At oie cy Noe Ste ee 1,231,361 
LS ee) OAR: atete 4 dcRCR eae as Rte Ae ae Te a Rae ee 1,274,800 
SOO: OR ET hes” cre cok, . On Gadd ey ey ee Mee mate SS 1,331,563 
BESO ie RAE a cc bas Dict ane, 5 co ok ARO Ae eR nee mean tee 1,281,720 
[Boh VA pala eta eine iy eRe cet tree LRU vache eA 1,286,100 


During all those years, with the exception of the last year, there were thirteen 

breweries in operation in the two counties. Now, there are only ten. 

7124a. To what do you attribute the reduction in number?—The reason that has 
been given to me for the discontinuance of those three breweries, was that they were 
unable to stand the tax of $250 which the Ontario Government has imposed upon them. 
That made $300 that they had to pay altogether for a license before they could make a 
dollar, and they were small affairs. 

J. B. Powe t. 
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7125a. Is it malt liquor that is mostly made at those places !—With the exception 
of two breweries in Guelph, they are all lager beer breweries. One of the Guelph 
breweries also brews lager beer. 
7126a. Did you reside in Guelph at the time the Scott Act was in force there /— 
Yes. 


7127a. It was in force in the City of Guelph as well as in the County of Welling- 
ton t—In both. 
7128a. As a citizen were you able to observe whether it was enforced or not 1—I 
was able to observe that it was not enforced, not successfully by any means, in the city. 
~  7129a. How was it in the county? —I had not so much experience of it in the 
county, but I frequently had occasion to notice that there was very scant observance of 
it in the county. 
7130a. Are you in a position to say where these breweries found their market ?— 
No, I am not. 


7131la. Do you know whether they sent outside that county 1—I am not in a posi- 
tion to say. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7132a. Have you any explanation to offer as to how they disposed of the product 
of their breweries, in what locality /—As to the brewers in the County of Wellington, I 
am not sure where they found their market, but they went on and apparently prospered 
during that time. 

7133a. You spoke of three breweries which had ceased to do business ; did they 
drop out since the Scott Act or during the Scott Act period !—Just this last year. The 
Scott Act had nothing at all to do with their going out of business. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7134a. Was the sale in Guelph at the time you speak of, openly carried on /—Yes, 
latterly the sale of liquor was very open. 

7135a. Did you ever see any drunkenness on the streets /—Yes, lots of it. 

7136a. Are you troubled with illicit sales in your district /—No, for the last few 
years we have had very few. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7137a. Was drunkenness less prevalent or more prevalent during the Scott Act 
period than it was before or since !—I think, from what I could observe in the matter, 
that there was more drunkenness during the Scott Act period. It was no uncommon 
thing then to see people under the influence of liquor. 

7138a. What is the condition of things now, under license !—There is not nearly as 
much of it, undoubtedly. 

7139a. I suppose the drunkenness during the Scott Act period may be attributable 
to the fact that the law was practically set at defiance, and was not observed ?—It was 
set at defiance. I know one hotel there that, under the Scott Act, sold on Saturday 
night openly, kept its doors open after seven o’clock Saturday night, and on Sunday, 
which is never done now. 

7140a. The Commission were in London the other day—you remember the Act was 
in force in the County of Middlesex, but not in the City of London—and we were told 
that the partial observance of the Act in Middlesex was due to the fact that the license 
law being still in force in London, the people came into the city todo their business and 
bought their liquors there, and this so demoralized trade in the county generally that 
the people in the county became discouraged and repealed the Act. You had the Scott 
Act in the City of Guelph ; did it have any appreciable effect on business? Was busi- 
ness improved in the city !—No, it was not, because there was a portion of this county 
which used to feed Guelph, and as soon as the Scott Act came into force, the people 
ceased to go to Guelph, and came to Berlin or Waterloo. The people about Elmira and 
Little Germany, and out that way, used to go to Guelph to do their business, but when 
the Scott Act came into force they ceased doing their business in Guelph and came to 
places in the County of Waterloo ; and the same way in the lower end of the county. 
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7141a. The figures we have before us show that the Act was carried in the County 
of Wellington by 1,430 of a majority ; and at the end of three years it was repealed by 
a majority of 1,860. In the City of Guelph there was a majority of 168 for it, in the 
first place, and it was repealed by a majority of 149. To what do you attribute the re- 
vulsion of feeling in the county /—To the utter failure of the Act in all its important 
features, 

7142a. Were there no indications that the Act was doing good work in any loca- 
lity of the county ?—Not that I know of. There used to be a number of cases brought 
before the Police Magistrate, and occasionally some would be convicted and others acquit- 
ted. Then there would be a lull for a time and no more cases brought up. 

7143a. I suppose then, it was reasonable to conclude that the non-enforcement of 
the Act in the counties discouraged the people, and they voted to repeal it ?—I think so. 
I think they were discouraged and disgusted with it. 

7144a. You stated you had some further statistics !—I can give further statistics. 

7145a. We would like to get statistics showing the comparative quantity manutac- 
tured and consumed during the Scott Act period, with the periods before and since, for 
the County of Wellington ?—I have given you here the quantity of spirits that paid duty 
during that time for both counties. In the County of Wellington during the Scott Act 
period there were no spirits in bond at all, not a gallon for three years ; so that all the 
spirits that paid duty while the Scott Act was in force in Wellington, paid duty in the 
County of Waterloo. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7146a. How many distilleries are there in the district /—Only oné. 

7147a. When the Scott Act first came into force in Guelph, was it well observed ? 
—It was very well observed at first. 

7148a. Were the effects beneficial while it was well observed ?—I do not know. It 
was better observed in this way, that there was not so much open selling at first as 
there was six months afterwards. 


J. S. ANTHES, of Berlin, manufacturer, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7149a. How long have you resided here /—About twenty-eight or thirty years. I 
have been engaged in the furniture business about twenty years. 

7150a. How many men do you employ in your business?—An average of about 
thirty. 

7151la. About the same from year to year ?—Pretty nearly. 

7152a. Have you any among them who are addicted to intemperance !—I do not 
think we have just now, but we occasionally have some. 

7153a. Have you found injury to your business at any time from having such men 
in your employment ’—Yes, and so far it is very annoying. 

7154a. Is the work of any of them such that the work of other men depends upon 
their being in their places /—It does at times. If they are machine hands, it will stop 
the work of the bench hands. 

7155a. So there is a loss in that case !— Yes. 

7156a. Have you had any men in your employment addicted to intemperance, whose 
families have suffered from their intemperate habits ?—I suppose they would naturally 
suffer some. 

7157a. Have you had any experience of the operation of a prohibitory law !—I 
have not. 

J. B. PowEtt. 
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7158a. Do you consider it advisable that such a law should be passed for the 
Dominion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes ?—It might do good in some instances. But as regards myself, per- 
sonally I do not know just whether I would be in favour of it or not. I have not formed 
any opinion on the subject. 

7159a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery rendered useless /—I 
suppose they should be. 

7160a. How do you find the license law carried out in this town !—So far as I know 
it is carried out very well. 

716la. You are President of the Board of Trade, I am told ?—Yes. 

7162a. Are there any particular duties devolving upon you in that capacity in 
relation to the business affairs of the town /—No more than belong to the Council itself. 

7163a. You are spokesman of the business men of the town in any matters that 
come up ?—We have our meetings occasionally, and bring up business matters. 

7164a. We understand that frequently there has been a slight reduction in the 
number of licenses, one place cut off. As a citizen have you any opinion as to whether 
there are now too many places licensed in Berlin ?—I do not know. I do not think we 
have any too much in proportion to other places. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7165a. Would you favour a reduction in the number of licenses still further ?— 
Perhaps it would be desirable. 

7166a. Would you favour a reduction in the number from eight to four /—I suppose 
one half the present number could sell all the liquor that was required in this town. 

7167a. That would be sufficient for the hotel business in the way of entertaining 
travellers, and for the business of the town?—I think four hotels would be able to 
accommodate the public. 

7168a. Do you favour the issuing of licenses to purely drinking places, called 
saloons '—No, I think saloons would be detrimental. 

7169a. Have you ever considered whether it is in the interest of your town that a 
hotel should be permitted to have a billiard-room !/—<As for myself, I think billiard rooms 
are as injurious as hotel bars, and probably more so. 

7170a. Then you would favour the separation of billard-rooms from hotels, and 
from places where liquor is sold !—Certainly. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7171a. Have you any licensed place near your factory ? 
two blocks from it. 

7172a. Do you wish you had it nearer ?—No, it is near enough. 

7173a. Do you find it is too near ?—I do not know as it makes much difference. 

7174a. Is your business affected by it injuriously at all ?—No, I do not think so. 

-7175a. It is sometimes said that where a place of that kind is very near to a factory, 

it is a temptation to the men to go out and get drink /—Of course, I would not permit 
our men to go out during working hours ; but after working hours it makes very little 
difference whether the drinking place is a block nearer or further. 


Yes, there is one about 
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BENJAMIN DEVITT, of Waterloo, License Inspector, on being duly sworn, de- 
posed as follows : 


By Judge McDonald : 


7176a. How long have you resided in Waterloo !—Ever since I was_ born, nearly, 
Waterloo is about two miles from Berlin. 

7177a. How long have you held the position of License Inspector for this electoral 
district 1—Three or four years. 

7178a. Is it your duty to inspect taverns and houses of public entertainment, and 
so on !—Yes. 

7179a. Do you make a report to the Board of Commissioners, before licenses are 
granted !—Yes. 

7180. Taking your district as a whole, do you find that those who are licensed 
carry out faithfully the requirements of the law !—I cannot say as they do altogether. 

718la. In what way do they not ‘—-They occasionally have to be fined. 

7182a. For what ’—Selling during prohibited hours. 

7183a. On Saturday night, and Sundays ?—Yes, and sometimes keeping their places 
open after eleven o’clock at night during the week. 

7184a. Have you had any experience of the working of a license law elsewhere !— 
I have not. 

7185a. You do not speak then by comparison as to how the law is observed ?—I 
can only speak according to the reports I get from the Government. 

7186a. Speaking from the Government returns that you get, how do you find your 
district stands !—I think my district stands very favourably. 

7187a. What class of liquor is usually sold for beverage purposes in your district ? 
—Principally lager beer. 

7188a. In going about the country in the discharge of your duties, or as a citizen, 
do you see much drunkenness /—Not so very much, I must say that. 

7189a. You say you were born in this district /—Yes. 

7190a. Taking your experience during those years, have you found that the habits 
of the people in respect to temperance have improved from year to year ?—I think they 
have improved a great deal within the last five years. 

7191la. To what do you attribute that imprevement /—Well, I cannot say, myself, 
why it is. 

7192a. Has there, within that time, been any change in the beverage that they 
use? Was it always lager !—I think it was principally lager all the time, although 
there was more whisky sold formerly than there is now. But lager seems to be the 
beverage just now. 

7193a. Have you noticed whether this change in the habits of the people has taken 
place since they began to use lager as a beverage more generally /—I do not think that. 
I think that people are finding that it is better not to drink so much. I think that is 
the case, in a great many instances, in this county. 

7194a. Do you find that the influences of religious bodies, of temperance societies 
and of schools are all tending that way ?—They are all tending that way. 

7195a. Do you have any difficulty in proving your cases when you bring charges 
against people for breaches of the law !—I never had. Of course, I do not lay any case 
unless I have a certain thing. 

7196a. In that case, do they generally plead guilty /—Nearly always. I do not 
think I had more than two trials in my whole experience where the cases were de- 
fended. 

7197-84. Do you think the penalties provided by law now are sufficiently severe !— 
If they were carried out according to law, I think they are. If cases are laid in first, 
second and third offences, as the law requires, I think the penalties are sufficiently 
severe, 

7199a. From your experience, are there any changes in the law which you deem it 
advisable to recommend !—The principal change I would like to see is a law to stop the 
treating system. 
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7200a. You would like to have that made a part of the license law 7—I think if 
treating was stopped, it would remedy a great evil. I know there are a great many 
people in this district who would like to see that, people who drink themselves to a 
certain extent. 

720la. How many licensed places are there in Waterloo 1—Seven tavern licenses. 

7202a. Have they all the requirements for travellers /—Yes. 

7203a. Do you think that is a larger number than is needed for the accommodation 
of the public ?—Yes, they do not require that many. 

7204a. How many would be required for the travelling public /—I think three 
would be enough. 

7205a. That being the case, there are four that could be dispensed with ?—I think 
three would do all the business. 

7206a. How do you account for having so many ?—I found them there when I com- 
menced. I said there were too many, and some people found fault, they thought they 
would lose their licenses. They had an idea I was a little severe, but I said I did not 
want to deprive any of them of their licenses as long as they kept the law. I said I 
would report them exactly as I found them, and if they did not keep the law I would 
so report them, and then the offenders would have to lose their licenses. I told them 
they need not fear if they kept the law, because they were complaining that they would 
have to lose so much money if their licenses were taken away, that their property would 
be reduced in value. 

7207a. Have there been any changes in that town since you took the Inspector- 
ship ’—Yes, I think there has been one increase since. 

7208a. Did you recommend that increase !—I recommended it in so far as the public 
required it. Of course, I generally listen to what the public say, but I did not want 
it. 

7209a. You have told us that a smaller number would answer the purpose, and 
you now have seven. Well, you had six all the time, and you recommended the increase 
I suppose 1—Well that is the way they do it in all cases. 

7210a. Was it because you did not like to refuse the man ?—No, not at all. I don’t 
think I could have prevented it if I had desired, because the town and the public were 
generally in favour of it. It was a new house and a good house, as good a house as is 
in the place. They thought he ought to have a license, therefore it was recommended. 

721la. Did anybody else come in since you became Inspector ?—Yes, but not in 
Waterloo. 

7212a. What did you think as to the number in Berlin ?—I think they could do with 
less also. They have only one more, and the population is over twice as many as ours. 
But there is one less here now than there used to be. 

7213a. What is the population of Waterloo ?—A little over 2,000. 

7214a, Then how do you find it in the rural districts? Do you find too many there? 
—I think there are a great many more than are required. 

7215a. I suppose there is so much railroad travel now that there is not the same 
necessity for a roadside hotel that there used to be !—The railroad does not affect many 
here. 

7216a. Is there the same amount of travel over highways that there used to be ? 
—Not nearly. 

7217a. So there is not the same necessity for roadside hotels that used to exist in 
former years ?—I do not think that a tavern is necessary every three or four miles. 

7218a. Have you got them as frequently as that !—Yes, we have. We have them 
right out from Berlin three miles from here, two miles to the east, and three miles and 
a half to the west, there are taverns. 

7219a. Do the people petition to have these places continued !—They do not petition 
at all. 

7220a. Then do the Board of Commissioners consider it well to retain this number ? 
—Well, the Commissoners do not want to take a license away if they think it is likely 
to do harm to the man. 

7221la. Since you came in as Inspector, have some people who were in the business 
given up, or died, or gone away !—Some of them have probably. 
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7222a. Have other licenses been granted in their place ?—Some license holders have 
been selling out to other men between times. 

7223a. Have the public petitioned against so many /—The public never petitioned 
either one way or the other, except in town here. 

7224a. Which way did they petition here !—The last two license seasons they peti- 
tioned against having an additional one here. 

7225a. Then the people in the district as a whole accept the situation, they 
don’t interfere one way or the other !—They don’t seem to mind at all, they all seem to 
be satisfied in this district. 

7226a. Is there any statement you would like to make, yourself, in regard to the 
working of this law ?—I would just as soon see the number reduced considerably in this 
district, because I am satisfied there are some of them who hardly make a living. 

7227a. Would you have a change made in the law stating how the number should 
be regulated? There is already power to reduce them here !—Yes. 

7228a. Now, would you have a change made in the law regulating the number ?/— 
T would like to see alaw made that there should be a reduction of so many every year 
for the next five years, and if they wanted prohibition then put them all away. 

7229a. During the time you have been Inspector, can you state how many cases 
you have had, on the average, for violation of the license law ?—I became Inspector in 
June, 1888. During the succeeding year there were 67 convictions. There were three 
convictions from the lst of May tothe 3rdof Juneby my predecessor, and the remainder 
were all my own convictions from that time until the Ist May, 1889. 

7230a. How does the next year stand!—The next year I had 35 convictions ; the 
next year 15, and in 1892 I had 17. During the last year I have had 15. 

723la. Were any of these convictions for second or third offences’—Yes, second 
offences. 

7232a. Any thirds /—No thirds. 

7233a. Were there many for second offences, speaking from memory /—No, there 
have not been many, probably four or five, or six. 

7234a. Have you considered at all the question of the enactment of a prohibitory 
law for the Dominion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating 
liquor for beverage purposes !—-I have thought of it some. 

7235a. Would you favour the enactment of such a law !—I think it would be a good 
thing for a great many people. I think I would be in favour of it. 

7236a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you except from its provi- 
sions liquors for mechanical, medicinal and sacramental purposes ?—I would for mechan- 
ical and medicinal purposes, but I do not think that people need it very much for sacra- 
mental purposes. They do not use fermented wine a great deal for that purpose now. 

7237a. Do you not find that there are some communions that do not use anything 
else —I think there are quite a number of churches that use unfermented liquor alto- 
gether. 
~ 7238a. And you think the rest of them should ?—Just as well. 

7239a. Then those liquors that are required for medicinal and mechanical purposes, 
would you have them manufactured by the Government or imported ?—I would have 
the Government manufacture it and see after it altogether. 

7240a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, would you favo r remunera- 
tion to brewers and distillers for the loss of their plant and machinery rendered useless ? 
—I do not know that I would, I do notsee why they shouldbe. It might be well to 
remunerate them in part, but I do not think it would be advisable to do so for 
the whole amount. 

7241a. Have you reason to believe that in your license district adulterated liquor 
is sold to any extent !—I think that is the case all the time as regards whisky, brandy 
and such things. 

7242a. As long as the traffic in these things is permitted, would you favour a more 
frequent inspection of them than is now made ?—I think there are some cases where it 
would be desirable. People often complain to me that there is too much water in the 
whisky, although I think that the more water they put in, the better for those who 
drink it, it would not hurt them so much. 
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7243a. Are you yourself a total abstainer ’—I do not drink anything. 

7244a. Do you know whether the adulteration that takes place in the whiskies and 
brandies is of a bad character ?—I have often heard it is poisonous. 

7245a. We have been told in some cases that sort of thing is done?—I have no 
doubt it is the case. 

7246a. Have you reason to believe that lager beer is adulterated ?—I cannot say. I 
have not tasted it in twenty-two years. 

72464a. Is there any further statement you would like to make yourself ?—I would 
like to see some better way of stopping those drunkards that have families, for their 
families have to suffer too much. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7247a. Do you think the present method of treatment is beneficial to them, sending 
them down to jail for ten, fifteen or twenty days at a time ?—Yes, and I think that those 
people who give it to them onght to go to jail. I have notified people not to give it to 
them, and they give it to them nevertheless. That is often the case. 

7248a. I am speaking about the method of punishing people who are convicted of 
drunkenness. Do you think the present method of dealing with them produces any per- 
manent beneficial result !—It does not do any good at all. 

7249a. Would you favour the establishment of sanitariums and hospitals where 
they could be treated as for a disease ’—Yes, anything of that kind. Send them to 
prison for a year or two, and make them work. 

7250a. Would you favour the establishment of institutions where they would be 
specially treated, while at the same time they would have to work !—Yes, I would favour 
that. A short residence, of a month or two, would not do them much good. When I 
notify the hotel-keepers not to give them anything to drink, these people abuse me right 
on the street. 

725la. The very persons you are trying to protect ?—Yes, that is often the case, 
and there are more of them in this district than in any district in the Province. I notify 
hotel keepers not to give certain people anything to drink. 


By Judge McDonald - 


7252a. Is this done at the instance of the relatives?’—Always. I have had other 
instances where people have requested me to send notification, and I had no right to do it, 

7253a. How do you find people in this section of the country as to sobriety, take 
them as a whole ?—As a whole, I do not think you will find a more sober community in 
the Province. 

7254a. In what business have you been engaged yourself?—I have been in the 
mercantile business for twelve years. 

7255a. Have you observed in your business whether the liquor traffic had any effect 
upon business interests /—It has in some cases, I think. . 

7256a. What effect does it have ?—Well, there are probably some of those parties 
who take too much, they spend their money for liquor and leave their debts unpaid. 
That is what I find. 

7257a. Have you any poverty in Waterloo!—No, I cannot say that; very few 
families in want. 

7258a. Have you noticed whether any portion of such poverty as there is, is trace- 
able to intemperate habits on the part of the people themselves !—I believe most of it is. 

7259a. You have spoken of the notices you have given to hotel keepers at the 
instance of relatives. Did you say that the persons to whom you forbade the hotel 
keepers to sell liquor, have abused you for giving them notices 1—Yes. 

7260a. How did you find those notices observed !—Fairly well. Of course they did 
it in a sly way. I am satisfied of that. 

726la. To what extent, so far as your personal knowledge goes ?—TI fined some of 
them for it. But the drinkers get it in a sly way through other people. They send in 
somebody else to buy. 

7262a. Have you any Indians about here ?—They come here during the fall, but do 
not reside here. We are not troubled with them. 

7263a. How about minors and children ?—There is not much trouble about them. 
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I. D. BOWMAN, of Berlin, Town Clerk, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7264a. How long have you held the position of Town Clerk !—Twenty-one years. I 
have a statement, prepared by the Treasurer, of the receipts for licenses. It is called the 
Treasurer’s Statement of the amounts received by the Treasurer of the town of Berlin 
from B. Devitt, Esq., Inspector of Licenses, for selling intoxicating liquors, for the 
years from 1888 to 1893 inclusive. 


Year. License fees. 
i Rolesou eee OMe ee, icy wera fc. Mee Cam Me Ran er pores ema NER PL $1,118 70 
TREO W uate 4 sree Comte a lc ah eet ae a ee ee 1,175 72 
DESO 2 0 vt. eats Sk tare Nella, oP ee eee 1,142 05 
iE RO OPT STO ee Ect dua Whe Vile 2 ah: 1,116 58 
DS OD es eed rant Seed eae LINE, CNR Antec eA a 1,008 37 
1893 1,316 36 


This is signed by the Treasurer. 

7265a. Do you act as Clerk of the Police Court ?—No, I have not so acted for at 
least fifteen years. We have no regular Police Court. 

7266a. The court sits as cases arise /—Yes, mostly by a Magistrateintown. The 
Mayor, as a rule, does not take up cases. 

7267. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law /—None 
whatever. 

7268a. Do you favour the enactment of such a law for Canada, preventing the 
manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes/—As 
soon as people are ready for it, I think it would be a good law, if it could be enforced ; 
but until a great majority of the people favour it, I think it will be a mistake to pass 
such a law. 

7269a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you except from its provisions 
liquor for manufacturing, medicinal and sacramental purposes /—Yes. 

7270a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be compensated for the loss of their plant and machinery 
rendered useless /—Well, I think not. I think it is just like any other business. They 
have to run some risk. If there is a change in the fashion, and they get no license, they 
have to run that risk the same as any others. 

7271a. In case of the enactment of such a law, have you considered how the revenue 
would be made up to the Dominion, Provinces and municipalities /—I have not thought 
about that much. We get quite a little revenue of course from the liquor traffic, but I 
dare say it causes us a great deal of expense in the way of keeping up all sorts of 
institutions. 

7272a. In case of the Dominion we are told the loss to the revenue would amount 
to six or seven million dollars ; in the case of the Province, I think, some hundreds of 
thousands of dollars ; and in the case of your own municipality you have the figures your- 
self /—_We receive about $1,100, and about $600 of that goes towards the support of the 
county poor house. 

7273a. Is your town separated from the county for municipal purposes, or have you 
a reeve in the County Council ’—No, we are united with the county. We have four 
representatives at the County Council. Yes, about $600 a year is what we give towards 
the support of our House of Industry and Refuge. We pay a trifle over one-tenth of the 
whole county tax. 

7274a. Have you been engaged in any business occupation or employment other 
than being Town Clerk /—Not for a long time. JI am County Treasurer, too, anda few 
things of that kind. 

7275a. Have you within the last few years noticed a change in the habits of the 
people tending towards temperance?—I think there is more interest taken in that sort of 
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thing of late. But as some of the witnesses have said, I think we are a very temperate 
people in this county. There is not so much drunkenness as you will find in some other 
counties, especially in the north riding where the beverage is principally beer. Wehave. 
but very few drinkers, in this town at least. Ido not think you could pick out ten in 
Berlin—I know the people very well—that could be called drunkards. 

7276a. Are there any others who drink to excess?—I would make no difference 
between them. I do not think there are exceeding ten in this town that are drunkards, 
or drink to excess. . 

7277a. Speaking from your observation as,a citizen and as a member of the com- 
munity, do you believe that any large proportion of the poverty and of the crime is 
attributable to. intemperance !—I think most of the poverty is attributable to intemper- 
ance. 

7278a. Do you wish to make any statement. yourself on this subject?—I have a 
subpeena to attend as County Treasurer. I have nothing further to add. 

7279a. I think you said you never had any experience of the working of a pro- 
hibitory law?—No. 

7280a. Do you personally favour a prohibitor Y law?—Yes, as soon as the sentiment 
of the country is in favour of it. 

728la. How do you propose to ascertain that sentiment?—I think a good plan 
would be something like what the Ontario Government is trying. 

7282a, And if you found that the sentiment as expressed in that vote was favour- 
able to it, then you would go in for probibition !—If it was largely in favour. I would 
not say just a bare majority, but a large vote. 

7283a. Over what area of territory would you pass that law?—I should say the 
whole Dominion. 

7284a. Then you would take a vote in the whole Dominion ’—Yes, certainly. 

7285a. Supposing that in the Provinces of Quebec and British Columbia a majority 
was given against such a law, and a majority in favour of it in the other Provinces, 
would you favour the enactment of the law for those Provinces that are opposed to it ?— 
I think we might except British Columbia, away at the other end of the Dominion. 

7286a. How about the Province of Quebec !—I think it ought to be included. 

7287a. You think that if the Maritime Provinces on the one side, and Ontario on 
the other, gave a majority for prohibition, though Quebec gave a majority against it, 
that Quebec must come into the arrangement /—I “think So, that would be my iden 

7288a. Did you ever think of it in this way, that when the Counties of Wellington, 
Oxford, and other counties around you, voted in favour of prohibition under the Scott 
Act, it would have been wise to include Waterloo in the general vote, and have put the 
Scott Act in force here ?—Well, the larger they make the territory, the better. 

7289a. Would you favour the submission of the Scott Act in this county /—No, I 
think not, from the experience we have had in other counties. 

72900. What is that experience ?—Well, it does not seem to have worked very 
well, judging from accounts. I have never been in a Scott Act county, and never had 
experience of such a law personally. 

7291la. You are both City Clerk and County Treasurer ; what figures did you put 
in as County Treasurer /—I have no figures. We have no receipts and no expenditure 
on account of liquor. 

7292a. His Worship the Mayor told us that there has been a new by-law passed, 
under which each tavern now pays $65 ?—Yes. | 

7293a. Is that included in this statement !— Yes, the last year. 

72940. That is why the receipts increased from $1,080 to $1,316 +—Yes. 
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W. H. BOWLBY, of Waterloo, County Crown Attorney, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows -— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7295a. You are County Crown Attorney and Clerk of the Peace for the County of 
Waterloo ?—Yes. 

7296a. How long have you held those petitions /—About twenty-six years. 

7297a. During all that time you have been a resident of this county /—Yes, I have 
practiced law in this county for over thirty-five years. 

7298a. You conduct the prosecutions before the courts of General Sessions of the 
Peace, and the County Judge’s Criminal Court !— Yes. 

7299a. Do you ever take charge of cases under the license law !—Yes, I appear for 
the prosecution in those cases. 

7300a. Have you much crime in this county !—Considering the population, com- 
paratively little. It is one of the most populous counties for its area. 

7301la. Speaking from your own observation during the years you have been Crown 
Prosecutor, have you noticed any proportion of the crime can be traced to intemperate 
habits on the part of people charged with crime ?—I do not think it can be said to be 
the case at all. I have known occasionally young fellows to go on a bit of a spree once 
in a great while, but it is very rare. 

7302a. Have you seen cases where a person would commit some petty larceny with 
a view to getting means to buy drink /—I do not know any cases of that kind. You 
sent a letter to the Clerk of the Police Court, and as there is none here, they thought it 
was the Clerk of the Peace and handed the summons over to me. The Commission asked 
in the summons for statistics of the drunks and disorderlies that were brought before the 
court. As Clerk of the Peace I receive all the returns from all the Magistrates in this 
county, and I have collated them. 

7303a. Have you any cases of assault and battery to deal with !—Yes, a few ; they 
are generally dealt with summarily by the Magistrate. Very seldom we get anaggra- 
vated or serious assault case 

7304a. Can you say that any of those cases can be traced to drunkenness !—I do 
not think so, I cannot recall any instance now. 

7305a. Now, you may give us your statistics !—They are very brief. I was sur- 
prised at the result. I knew we were a temperate community, but I did not know we 
were so muchso. In the year 1888, there were only three convictions for being drunk 
and disorderly in this town. In the four following years there was not a single case ; 
and in the present year there has been only one, and we are in the third quarter. I 
want to say to you that there is a very strong anti-temperance feeling in this town and 
the neighbouring town, and in this large population there are very few strictly total 
abstainers. ‘ The population of these two towns, which adjoin one another, is about 
10,000. 

7306a. When you say anti-temperance, you do not mean opposed to temperance ?—I 
mean they are not total abstainers. I hope everybody is favourable to temperance. Mr. 
Bowman, the last witness, spoke of the number of drunks and the people who drink to 
excess in this town. He and I were discussing this thing and we were trying to think 
it out. We have both been here over thirty-five years—I think he was born in this 
neighbourhood. We tried to think out those who do abuse the use of intoxicating 
liquor, and we could not figure ten in the towns of Berlin and Waterloo, where there are 
10,000 people. We have not got ten men in them, I can say to my certain knowledge, 
who abuse the use of intoxicating liquors. Now, because these ten men, abuse the use 
of liquor, and ought to be confined in a sanitarium, that the other 9,990 should be pre- 
vented by law from using liquor for the sake of these ten men seems to me an unreason- 
able proposition. The greatest good to the greatest number. 

7307a. Then instead of shutting away the liquor as a beverage from the community 
you would shut these men away from it?—Yes. There are really not five that ought to 
be taken care of. 

W.4H. Bownpy. 
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7308a. Have you noticed what liquor is mostly used as a beverage!—Where the 
population is so largely German as it is here, the beverage is mostly beer, as it is in 
Germany. You may travel in Germany for years and not see a single case of drunken- 
ness. I spent nine months in the city of Dresden, and I did not see a man drunk, and 
they all drink beer without exception ; they all drink beer and light wine, very little 
spirits is consumed in that country. 

7309a. It has been suggested to us in some places that it would be in the interest 
of temperance to encourage the use of light wines and beer by reduced duties upon them, 
and by increased duty upon stronger liquors. What do you think of that?—That is 
a question more for the revenue, I suppose. The duty now on spirits is much higher 
than it is in the States; and if you increased it far beyond what it is in the States, it 
would lead to smuggling. 

7310a. It has been put forward that it would be in the interest of temperance to 
favour the use of light wines and ale by making the cost of them less, and by putting 
a heavier duty upon the stronger liquors !—That was Sir A. T. Galt’s plan many years 
ago. I do not think foreign wines would ever be consumed to any extent in this country. 

731la. Do you know anything of the native wines that are manufactured in West- 
ern Ontario!—We do not drink them. We find them largely fortified with spirits, they 
are not much used here, The drink of the country here is beer and whisky. 

7312a. Do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Dominion, 
preventing the manufacture, importation and sales ?—I think you might infer, from what 
I have said about prohibition in the interest of these five or ten men that ought to be 
taken care of rather than that 9,990 should be coerced, that I am not in favour of any 
of these sumptuary laws; I do not believe in them at all. 

7313a. In case of the enactment of such alaw, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for their loss of plant and machinery renderd use- 
less /—It is almost an insult to anybody to ask such a question. Would you rob a man 
of property without paying him for it. 

7314a. We have found already a witness who thinks they should not be compensa- 
ted ?—Upon what principle would they take away a man’s property under British justice 
and not pay him for it. 

7315a. You think there should be remuneration /—Most certainly, not only remu- 
neration for his plant, but for the good will of his business. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7316a. What is your experience as to the results that follow from the imprison- 
ment of drunks for ten, fifteen or twenty days at a time? Do you think itis perma- 
nently beneficial !—I could not say, we have had so little of it. We have had some come 
from Galt here to get liquor. Imprisonment enables men to sober up, but they get drunk 
again on coming out. 

7317a. There is no permanent beneficial effect from that treatment!—None. 

7318a. Would you favour longer sentences, or commitment to institutions where they 
would be specially treated ?—That would strike me as more proper in the case of a man 
who was unable to control his own appetite. 

7319a. Now, regarding saloon licenses, do you favour them ?—That is a question 
I have not studied. I was in the Southern States this last winter, and I found that in 
one city, Ashville, North Carolina, the saloons paid $1,200 a year, or $100 a month, for 
license. A gentleman told me they had reduced the saloons to only three or four, and made 
them very respectable, and they were well managed. It seems to me that high license 
imposed in moderation ought to tend to make the trade respectable and keep it in good 
hands. That is a method that ought to be well considered. If you put the license in 
good hands, men will not sell liquor to minors or to known inebriates, you do a great deal 
towards temperance. It strikes me it is one of the best plans that can be tried. 

7320a. It is held by a great many that the trade ought to be made as disreputable 
as possible, so that the public would become so disgusted as to rise up and stamp it out. 
They think it would not be advisable to have the trade respectable ?—That is a strange 
view to take of it. 
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7321la. What do you think of giving permission to hotel and saloon keepers to have 
billiard tables in their premises? Would you separate them !—I would separate them 
more for this reason, that where young people play billiards they might become addicted 
to drink. I think there is a regulation in this town now that they shall be kept separate. 

7322a. You think it would be well if that regulation were general !/—Yes. 

7323a. From your experience as a citizen through the years that you have been a 
resident of this county, have you noticed whether there has been any change in the habit 
of the people tending towards temperance ?—I do not think there has been any change 
here. Those few who are strong advocates of temperance, or totalabstainers, I should 
say become more pronounced, but I do not think they have increased in numbers, they 
may be more active. 

7324a. Have you noticed that there is less use of intoxicating beverages at hotel 
tables, steamboat tables and so on?—Well, when you go back 35 years ago, it was a com- 
mon custom, unfortunately, when anybody called to offer them cherry wine, but that 
fashion has gone out. 


Rey. WILLIAM KLOEPFER, of Berlin, on being duly sworn, deposed as fol- 


lows :-— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7325a. How long have you resided in Berlin ?—I lived here in my youth, and fot 
the last 14 years I have been here as a priest. 

7326a. Have you observed whether in families any appreciable degree of suffering 
and distress is caused from intemperance !—Yes, perhaps in two or three cases in my 
congregation. 

7327a. Do you find much poverty to exist among them which could be traced at 
all to intemperance !—TI think in one or two cases. 

7328a. The question was asked a witness here who was favourable to the enact- 
ment of a prohibitory law, whether he would favour the exception of liquor required for 
sacramental purposes, and the answer was that a good many religious bodies got along 
without fermented wine, and he thought all could. I would like to learn from you the 
position of your church upon that subject /—We only use fermented wine. 

7329a. Do you call it wine unless it is fermented /—I do not think that unferment- 
ed liquor is wine. 

7330a. Would you favour the enactment of a law that would prevent your having 
wine for that purpose /—By no means. 

7331la. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Domin- 
ion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale ?—I have not much confidence 
in such a law. 

7332a. In case such a law were enacted, would you deem it right that brewers and 
distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery rendered use- 
less Yes, I think so, because they procured all those things under the law, and I think 
they ought to have some remuneration for them. 

7333a. How do you find the license law works in this community, so far as your 
observation goes, either as a clergyman or as a citizen !—I think in general it works all 
right. I think it is fairly carried out, so far as I know. There are a few transgres- 
sions. 

7334a. Are there any suggestions you would like to make yourself in regard to the 
liquor traffic, or any matters arising out of it ~The only suggestion I have is this, that 
I do not think prohibition will remove the evil. 

7335a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law ?— 
None. 

W. H. Bow sy. 


ball 
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7336a. You fear it would not remove the evils that result from intemperance ?—I 
do not think so. 

7337a. Have you yourself noticed that owing to religious and. other influences, 
there has been a growth of temperance sentiment and temperance habits in the com- 
munity during the last five years !—Perhaps so, in some cases. Nearly all our people 
make use of beer. 

7338a. Do they make use of it to an extent to be hurtful ?—As I said, there might 
be three or four who use it to excess. 

7339a. And the others, you think, receive no injury from it 1—No. 


P. E. W. MOYER, of Berlin, on ~ being duly sworn, deposed as _fol- 


lows. :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


7340a. How long have you resided here !—I was born in this county, but I have 
been out of it some fifteen years. 

734la. Of what paper are you editor /—The Daily News. 

7342a. Speaking as a citizen, how do you find the license law carried out?—So far 
as the license law is concerned, I cannot. tell, because I am never where liquor is sold. 

7343a. Do you observe drunkenness on the street to any extent /—No. 

7344a.. Taking the people as a whole, do you find them a law-abiding and sober 
people !—Yes, a very temperate people so far as appearance goes. 

7345a. Are you yourself favourable to the enactment of a prohibitory law for the 


Dominion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale for beverage purposes ? 


—Yes. 

7346a. Would you, in sucha case, except liquor for mechanical, medicinal and sacra- 
mental purposes !—I would. 

7347a. In such a case, would you commit the manufacture to the Government or 
to private enterprise !/—I could not say.. That is a subject I have not studied. 

73484. Do you deem it right that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for 
the loss of their plant and machinery rendered useless!—I have always thought they 
ought to be, for they have established their business under the law of the country. 
They are just as legitimate in their business under the law as I am in mine, and I 
would not like to have the law come around and drive me out of it any more than they 
would. 

7349a. Take the case of people who are committed for drunkenness for short terms 
from time to time in cities and large towns, would you deem it better to continue that 
system or to adopt a system by which such persons should be put under restraint for a 
longer time ?—I think, judging from the experience of many years in dealing with them 
in that way, that something else should be undertaken in their case, because I certainly 
see no good in sending men down for a few days when those who suffer most from such 
punishments are the families that are left behind. If there was no other way to meet 
the case, I would adopt the suggestion of Mr. Devett and send to jail the men who sell 
the liquor to these poor creatures. 

73500. Have you observed whether the business interests of the community as a 
whole are affected to any extent by the liquor traffic, and if so in what way ?—I could 
not say from my own experience. 

7351la. Have you observed whether business is affected in any way, injuriously or 
otherwise, in this community ?—I could not say from my own experience, or from what 
I hear, that business generally is affected in this town by the drinking usages particu- 
larly. Of course we all have theories, I might give you a theory whereby I could show 
you from my point of view that such was the case. 

7352a. We would be glad to have any statement from you?—Well, I imagine that 
people who spend their money for liquor, which is useless to their own personal or phy- 
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sical comfort and well-being, would do better by spending that money in buying bread 
and clothing for their families. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7353a. You might say the same of tobacco !—I would say the same with tobacco. 

7354a. Would you go for prohibiting the use of tobacco ?—If I could, I would. 

7355a. What is the best means to be adopted, in your own opinion, to minimize 
the evil effects that flow from the excessive use of drink !—That is a hard question to 
answer, I really could not tell. Of course I shall vote for the plebiscite. I thought 
that the Ontario Legislature did not do right when they brought that before us, in place 
of adopting the bill which was introduced into the Legislature. 

7356a. Would you include in your prohibition the importation by private citizens 
of liquor for their own use?—That isa part of the question that I have not studied. 
My principle is that the prevention of the public sale is the way to remedy the evil. 
What we want is to stop our boys from going into saloons and taverns and getting li- 
quor, and if the public sale over the bar was stopped, I would take my chances as to 
importation by private individuals. 

7357a. You know, of course, that the prohibitory law which exists in some States of 
the United States does not prohibit importation for family use /—Well, I understand 
that sometimes it is abused. 

7358a. What you aim at is to suppress the public sale ?—The public sale where 
temptations are thrown out to the young. 

7359a. Then you would be in favour of devising some plan of abolishing this treat- 
ing system ?—Certainly, I think that would be the first step. 

7360a. I suppose you would favour the separation of the sale of liquor from bil- 
liard rooms and bagatelle tables !—Yes. 

736la. Would you favour giving licenses to saloons and drinking places pure and 
simple !—Not by any means. 

7362a. I suppose you would favour a still further reduction in the number of licen- 
ses in proportion to the population !— Yes, I would favour high license. I do not agree 
with those temperance people who fear that high license might make the business res- 
pectable. I think if men want to go into that kind of business they ought to pay pretty 
dearly for it. That has been my opinion for years. 

7363a. What is your view with regard to making the trade respectable? It is said 
by some witnesses that it will prolong the existence of the trade if you make it res- 
pectable ?—That question has been put to me, but I cannot give an answer. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7364a. Have you observed the effect of the liquor traffic upon the morals, and social 
and financial interests of the people, outside of Berlin !—Yes. 

7365a. What do you say as to that ?~I have seen a very large amount of evil pro- 
duced by drinking customs in other communities, in places where I have lived, St. Ca- 
tharines, Cobourg and other towns. 

7366a. In what way do these effects show themselves !—Drunken men abusing 
their families, families going about starving and begging, in the most terrible condi- 
tion. 

7367a. Have you reason to believe that the license system has been effective in 
suppressing or modifying in any way the evils of intemperance !—I think every additio- 
nal tavern in the town is an additional temptation, and a circle of influence to draw 
people into temptation. 

7368a. Do you approve of the reduction that has taken place here ?—I certainly 
approve of that. I think I can remember back 30 years ago when we had a little town 
here of some 1,500 inhabitants, and 15 or 18 taverns, perhaps more. Of course every 
one of these was exerting an influence and the young were drawn in. I think the fewer 
temptations of that kind the better. 

7369a. Do you find there has been an increase of temperance sentiment and tem- 
perance habits in the community as a whole, during the last few years /—I think there 

P. E. W. Moyer. 
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are a good many more temperance people, that is, people who are total abstainers, in 
this county. 

7370a. The Inspector has told us that there are seven hotels in Waterloo, and that 
three would be sufficient for the public requirements ; and that of the eight in Berlin, 
he said four would be sufficient. Now, can you, as a journalist and as a citizen, inform 
us why, if that is the case, so many are continued !—Well, it is the sentiment of the 
community. With each one of these licensees having his personal friends, when you 
consider the influences that are brought to bear upon the Commissioners and the Coun- 
cil and all that, it would be as much as a Town Councillors’ official life was worth here to 
move that only four tavern licenses should be issued in this town. He could not possi- 
bly be elected at any succeeding election, because the community favours these bars, 
either from personal feeling or from other motives. That is nodoubt the reason why 
Waterloo keep up its seven taverns. 

73704a. You have spoken of highlicense, if youwere to choose between high license 
and prohibition, which would be your choice ?—I would prefer prohibition, of course, 
but failing that I would prefer high license to the present system. 


Rev. GEORGE RICHARDSON, of Berlin, on being duly sworn, deposed as fol- 
lows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7371a. Of what Church are you a Minister ?—The Methodist Church. 

7371}a. How long have you resided in Berlin ?—Over two years. 

7372a. Where did you reside before then !—In the town of Goderich. 

7373a. Have you resided in any county where the Scott Act was in force ?—I have 
not resided in any county, but [have been in them. I was one of the promoters of the 
Scott Act in the County of Halton, but I removed from the county before the election 
came on. I was there again during the first attempt to repeal, and took part in the 
agitation. 

7374a. Did you live in the county at all while the Act was in force 1—No, but I 
have been in it and am pretty well acquainted. 

7375a. During the time you were in it, speaking from your own observation, how 
did you find things ?—I lived in Milton under the license system, and I think the town 
was much more sober under the Scott Act than under the license system. 

7376a. How long were you in Milton during the election campaign !—About a 
week, 

7377a. The Chief Constable of the town of Milton, in giving evidence before us at 
Hamilton,, rather seemed to think the other way ; he said, as an official, that he found 
more drunkenness under the Scott Act than he did under the license law !—I can only 
speak of what I observed myself. I was well acquainted with Milton for three years 
before the Scott Act came into force, and I very frequently saw men drunk on the 
streets. I have often seen three or four young men together drunk on the sidewalk in 
the afternoon. During the week that I was in Milton, where there was a good deal of 
excitement prior to the repeal vote, I did not see one drunken person. I may observe 
further that I knew several habitual drunkards formerly whom I met during my visit 
there, and found everyone of them sober as a result of the three years operation of the 
Scott Act. There was a veterinary surgeon who, I think, was drunk nearly every day 
under the license system, and when I visited Milton the second time under the Scott 
Act, I met him on the sidewalk one day and he was quite sober. He seemed glad to 
see me, and I was glad to see him, and I asked him if he was going to help us in the 
vote for the Scott Act. He said: No. I said: Why ?—Well, he said, because there 
was more liquor sold under the Scott Act than there was before. I said I didn’t see it. 
He said: Because you do not know where to go to see it. Well, I said: Are not my 
eyes as good as yours? Oh, yes, he said. Then he referred to his own career, and I 
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said: Now, tell me, were you not drunk about every day for the three years when I was 
here before? He said: I guess Iwas. I said: Why are you not drunk this morning? 
Well, he said, when I go down town now nobody asks me to take a glass of whisky. He 
was perfectly sober then, and was always sober, I think, under the Scott Act regime. 

7378a.. So far as you could learn, the effects were beneficial in Halton ?—Yes. And 
further, I called on the jailer, Mr. Van Allan. I had been told that business in that 
town was ruined, that people were leaving the town, and that many houses were vacant. 
I said to Mr. Van Allan: Has it ruined your town! Iam told it has: He said: Cer- 
tainly not; there is not an empty house in the town except this jail. If you wanted to 
come here to-morrow, you could not get a house to rent. Old debts are being paid that 
were almost ignored or given up as lost. 

7379a. As one who took part in the contest, how do you account for the repeal. of 
the Act !—They rejected repeal on the first attempt. 

7380a. Had there been any change in the meantime as to the benefits of the Act? 
—TI have formed an opinion of the reasons leading to the repeal of the Act, and I think 
it was largely party lines underlying the movement. Still I could not speak from per- 
sonal knowledge. I might give another instance. It was stated generally that the law 
did not prohibit. A farmer living out three miles came in one day during the first three 
years of the Scott Act regime. He thought he would try and find out whether it pro- 
hibited or not. After putting his horse in the shed, he told me he went into the hotel 
and went into the room that used to be occupied as a bar-room, and asked for a glass of 
whisky. The hotel-keeper told him he did not keep any whisky. The farmer said: Non- 
sense, yes, you do. Couldn’t you give me a glass now? No, said the hotel-keeper, we 
are under the Scott Act. After talking a while the hotel-keeper said: If we could trust 
you, perhaps we could give you some. Well, he said, I won’t inform on you. The hotel- 
keeper said: Come with me. He walked out of that room across the hall into a bed- 
room in the back part of the house. The hotel-keeper locked the door, lifted up the bed- 
tick, and pulled outa flask and said: Now, take ahorn. And he didso. The farmer 
told me: I came out of that house feeling that the Scott Act did prohibit. 

738la. You do not know then why it was repealed ?—I have no personal know- 
ledge. 

7382a. As a pastor have you observed whether any amount of distress and suffer- 
ing in families is caused through the liquor traffic ?—Very often. I have often had to 
relieve families in distress out of the poor fund of our church, who did not belong to our 
congregation at all, but out of sympathy for suffering women and children. 

7383a. We have had placed before us the declaration of the Methodist Church 
adopted at Montreal by the last General Conference in favour of prohibition? Do you 
personally concur in that declaration ?— Yes. 

7384a. Do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law, preventing the manu- 
facture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for beverage purposes throughout 
the Dominion ?—Yes. 

7385a. Would you favour an exception in favour of liquor for medicinal, mechanical 
and sacramental purposes!—I do not think it is necessary for sacramental purposes. 
We never use it in our church, at least where I have resided. 

7386a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 


and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery rendered . 


useless !—I think they should not be remunerated, but that they should remunerate the 
families they have ruined and impoverished. 

7387a, Have you considered at all how the revenue requirements of the Dominion, 
the Provinces and the municipalities would be met /—My opinion on that point is that 
if the people employ their money in a legitimate business instead of squandering 
it on liquor, there would be no trouble about the revenue. A great many 
people spend their money and get nothing for it, and they have nothing to pay in the 
shape of taxes. If they spent their money legitimately, they would invest it in property, 
and buy goods, and trade with it, and in that way I think the revenue would be more 
than replenished. 

Rey. GeorGE RICHARDSON. 
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7388a. Have you observed the workings of the license law in this county !—I have 
no intimate knowledge of it beyond my observation. 

7389a. How do you find it work so far as your own observation goes !—I concur in 
a statement made here that the people generally are temperate. There is not nearly so 
much drunkenness here as I saw in Goderich or Milton, 


by Mr. Clarke : 


7390a. How does Berlin, under license compare with Milton under the Scott Act! 
—I see very few people drunk here. I have seen a few young men drunk once or twice; 
but I was informed they did not belong to the town. 

7391a. How does it compare with Milton under the Scott Act ?—I never saw any- 
body drunk in Milton under the Scott Act. Still I was only there as a visitor. 

7392a. Were you in Huron when the Scott Act was in force ?!—No, I went there 
just after it was repealed. I was informed there was much more drinking and drunken- 
ness in Goderich under license than under the Scott Act. 

7393a. Under the prohibition you speak of, would you prohibit the importation of 
wine, beer and whisky for domestic use ?—I think if we let it into the country at all it 
is sure to get out and make people drunk. ~ 

7394a. Now, regarding the manufacture of liquor in the country, would you permit 
farmers who have vineyards to make wine for their own use !—I suppose they have that 
privilege now. 

7395a. Would you allow them to make cider from their apples ?—They make cider 
now, I believe. 

7396a. Would you allow them to make home brewed ale for their own use ?—I 
think the Government allows them to do that now. 

7397a. You would allow them to make liquors for their own use ?— Well, my opinion 
is that they had better not do it. 

7398a. We want to get a definition of what is meant by prohibition. Would you 
exclude them under prohibition from making these things for their own use?—I would 
prohibit them from making liquor for their own use. My feeling is that everybody 
would be better without it entirely, and that our country would be more prosperous, and 
the people more law abiding and religious. 

7399a. Would you prohibit then the manufacture by members of the community, 
of liquor for their own use /—I have not thought of that phase of it. 

7400a. Could you direct us to any country where the importation of liquor for 


domestic use is prohibited !—I do not think that I could, but I think it is an injury 


wherever it is imported. The power to import is one of the weak points in the pro- 
hibitory law in Maine. 

740la. We have had the testimony and the opinion of Gen. Neal Dow on that 
matter, and I think his testimony is to the effect that he would not favour an amend- 


_ ment to the law prohibiting importation for domestic use?—I am only giving my own 


opinion. 
By Judge McDonald : 
7402a. I will read you an extract from Gen. Neal Dow’s evidence :— 


*(. If public opinion would permit it, would you stop importations for private consumption ?— 


~ I would require to think over that a little. We do not want any more than we can help to interfere 


. 


with the private habits of people except so far as they interfere with the public good. We think we 
are warranted by law in interfering in every way when the public good is endangered.” 


_—TI gave as my opinion that everybody would be better without alcohol in any shape or 


form. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
7403a. The Government is asked to frame a law, and we want to know what your 


_ opinion would be as to the provisions of that law. Should it contain a prohibitory pro- 


: : : Sree 
vision against the importation for domestic use? Should it prohibit persons from mak- 


ing liquor for their own use on their premises !—I would favour the entire prohibition 


i 
% 
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of the use of alcohol for beverage purposes. I do not think it necessary for sacramental 
purposes. 

7404a. But of course you would allow the members of other communions who think 
differently, to have liquor for sacramental purposes?—I am simply giving my own 
opinion. 
7405a. I think you attributed the repeal of the Scott Act to political divisions and 
dissensions 7—I was so told, but I have no knowledge. 

7406a. Did you have any knowledge of the benefits that were being scattered about 
the county by the operation of the law, except from hearsay !—I know that several men 
who had been addicted to strong drink and drunkenness, and did not support their 
families, were reformed during the Scott Act. 

7407a. Do you know if the assessment of the County of Halton was increased ?—I 
do not. 

74080. The statement has been made that the assessment was increased during the 
period the Scott Act was in operation, and is given as a proof of improvement in things 
generally ?—Men voluntarily stated to me, when I was there, that debts were paid that 
they had never expected to collect under the License Act, that parties had come forward 
and paid them during the three years the Scott Act had been in operation. 

7409a. Can you give us any explanation of the causes which led to the repeal of the 
Scott Act, not only in Halton but in every other county in this Province in which it 
was in force? These benefits and these advantages must have been apparent to people 
in the various counties, and in the face of them, when an opportunity was given to vote 
again on the Act, it was repealed, in some cases by overwhelming majorities. What is 
your theory with regard to that ?—I am aware of that. I think it is due to the non- 
enforcement of the Act by the parties who were responsible for its enforcement. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7410a. The question arises, if the Act was not enforced, where did the beneficial 
effect come in ?—It was enforced in a measure. 

741la. According to all the accounts you received it was enforced to such an extent 
as to confer great benefits to the community. You say that people paid their debts, 
that people who had been of drunken habits became reformed. These are things that 
every good citizen must aim to obtain ; those having been obtained, how can you account 
for the repeal of the Act?—I cannot. Ido not know why it was. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7412a. What would be the moral effect of having a law on the statute-book like 
the Scott Act, not only not enforced, or partially enforced, but ignored and violated 
constantly ’—I cannot conceive of any Government with any sense of righteouness, 
enacting a law and not enforcing it. There is where the trouble was—the Government 
enacting a law and not putting it into operation. They had the same power to enforce 
that law that they have to enforce any other law. 

7413a. The law was put into operation by the votes of the electors in these counties ; 
the Government provided them with machinery, and set apart the fines that were 
handed over to the municipalities for the purpose of enforcing the law, and we find in 
many municipalities there are thousands of dollars yet in the treasurer’s hands that were 
not used ?—I did not come here to argue this question. 

7414a. But we are trying to get information from you.—I came here simply to 
state what I have seen, what I know, what I believe, and that is that if the Govern-— 
ment had enforced that law as they do any other law, ‘the law of theft, or uncleanness, 
or any other law, the Scott Act would not have been ‘repealed i in many Cane 

7415a. But the Government appointed Inspectors, andit was the duty of the police 
in towns and cities to aid in the enforcement of the law. Did the lack of public senti- 
ment behind it have anything to do with its non-enforcement ?—I do not think so. I 
think the temperance sentiment was as strong then as it is now, and it is as Strong now, 
perhaps, as it ever was. 

Rey. GEORGE RICHARDSON. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


7416. We do not sit here at all to argue, we sit here to obtain information, and 
then if possible to spread that information to the people of the country as a whole, with 
respect to the different points which we are charged to inquire into. You spoke of the 
law against theft. Where a theft is committed, who generally sets the law in motion ? 
Is it not the man whose property is stolen, who goes and makes complaint to the author- 
ities ?—I presume so, or some other person who has seen it. 

7417a. It is generally the aggrieved person. Now, do you find any difference in that 
respect between a law like the Scott Act and the law against theft ?—I find this dif- 
ference, that a man who becomes an informer under the Scott Act regime, is likely to 
have his place dynamited or some other injury, personal injury, perhaps, done to him by 
the parties who are in the trade. The same does not exist in other laws. 

7418. That is a matter of considerable importance. Will you kindly now give us 
information as to the locality—not names—where, within your own knowledge, a person’s 
property was dynamited?—All the knowledge I have is from the newspapers, and I 
suppose we have a right to accept the statements that are made public. 


By Mr, Clarke: 


7419a. One of the perplexing things in this connection, is to account for the repeal 
of the Scott Act by overwhelming majorities, after it has accomplished the good that 
many have testified it was doing. Why was it repealed? We have had testimony in 
various places as to its beneficial effect, and we cannot understand why, if these effects 
were apparent to the people generally, the Act was repealed ; and we are trying to get 
information on that point /—Of course I cannot’say as to the County of Huron, because 
I went into it after the repeal ; but numbers of people there who voted against the Scott 
Act, have said that if they had a chance they would vote for it now, after seeing the 
difference between the two Acts. I have found, in investigating the complaints against 
the Scott Act, that the result was very much like what the gentleman said to whom I 
have referred. They tell me, ‘‘Oh, there is as much liquor sold as ever.” But when we 
ask them where it is sold, and where are the drunken people, they cannot tell. 

7420a. Take the County of Huron. The Act was voted for on the 30th October 
1884, and carried by a majority of 1,633. On April 19, 1888, a vote on the repeal was 
taken, and the vote was repealed by a majority of 1,310, a change of nearly 1,500 votes. 
There were 10,200 odd votes against it on the first occasion, and about 10,600 on the 
seeond occasion ; so that there was very little difference in the total vote on both 
occasions. How do you account for that?—I have said before that it was the non- 
enforcement of the Act that caused dissatisfaction. But when the Scott Act is in force 
it is certainly a good Act, and the provisions of it are good, the prohibitory clauses are 
good. 


GEORGE LANG, of Berlin, manufacturer, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald: 


7421a. How long have you resided in Berlin?—About forty years all toid. I was 
born here, and I have been out of Berlin but very little. 

7422a. What is your occupation !—Tanner. 

7423a. Have you held any official position !—I have been in the Council, and I have 
been President of the Berlin Board of Trade. 

7424a. How many men do you employ ?—Between 60 and 70 just now. 

7425a. Have you any trouble with these men owing to intemperate habits /—No. 

7426a. You have not found your business affected at any time by the intemperate 
habits of employees ?—No, only in one case. I have been manufacturing ahout 30 years, 
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and during all that time I suppose I have had under my care several thousand men, 
and I was obliged to dismiss only one man in consequence of intemperance. 

7427a. Do you find that the habits of the people of this community are, on the 
whole, temperate ?—Yes, and I think they are becoming more so all the time. 

7428a. How do you find the license law work in this county !—Frommy experience 
I think it works well. 

7429a. Do you think its provisions are well enforced !—I think so. 

7430a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale ?—No. I do not think you could carry 
out such a law. 

7431la. What difficulty would you apprehend ?—I think in the first place it is a law 
against the rights of the people ; and furthermore, from the experience and the know- 
ledge we have of neighbouring constituencies during the time of the Scott Act, I do not 
think it could be enforced. 

7432a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be compensated for the loss of their machinery and plant 
rendered useless /—I think so. 

7433a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself?—I may state that 
I believe there is a growing tendency towards temperance, more than there used to be 
years ago. In my own business at one time, nearly all the carriers, people employed in 
finishing leather, were much addicted to drinking habits. Not only was that the case 
in our own place, but also in the other manufacturing concerns here, and they employed 
at that time more men than I did, and all these men were in the habit of drinking, par- 
ticularly on Saturdays. All that has entir ely fallen away—I can speak at least for the 
leather industry—there has been a decided change for the better. I may further state 
that whenever there was a building erected, it was the custom when the work was fini- 
shed, to give the men beer or whisky. That custom has entirely gone, and I think the 
tendency is towards moderation. 

7434a. Did you have any personal experience in Scott Act counties, to see how the 
law was carried out !—Yes, in the town of Chesley, in Bruce county. 

7435a. What did you see there !—I was driving through the county by dark, and I 
came to a hotel very much fatigued. I thought I would be the better for a little whisky, 
but being a stranger, I found I could not get it. However, I managed to get along 
without it. But I understand that others who lived there could get whatever they 
wanted, but the traveller who had been out in the dust of the day could not get any 
without being known. 

7436a. But you had no personal knowledge of those others getting it /—I was told 
so, I did not see it. 

7437a. Have you noticed whether the business interests of the country are aftected 
to any extent by the liquor traffic—I mean interests other than those of the traffic itself ? 
—I do not understand you. 

7438a. Does the liquor traffic as carried on exercise any influence, either for good 
or evil, upon other business interests in the community ?—I do not think so, I have not 
observed any. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


7439a. It would be much better if the money, now spent in whisky, was spent in — 


something else, would it not ?—I suppose so, a great proportion of it. If I wanted to 
take a glass of whisky I would not like to have any person tell me that I must spend 
my money in something else. 

7440a. In your experience as a large employer of labour for many years, I under- 
stand you to say that you have only come across one case where you found it necessary 
to dismiss a man for intemperance !—J ust one case. 

7441a. Then it goes without saying that the men you have employed must be sober, 
steady men ?—We are careful what kind of men we employ. There is very little drink- 
ing to excess in this community. There are only two or three men in this town that I 
know of, who are hard drinkers, and these men are very old men. One is an ex-soldier 
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of the United States ; I suppose he got to drinking during the time of the war, and he 
has not got over it. 

7442a. When you employ your men do you demand that they shall be total ab- 
stainers /—No, none of our men are total abstainers. 

7443a. Do they lose any time on account of the excessive use of beer in the everi- 
ing !—I do not know of any one case, and I am in the office all the time. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7444a. Do you know what kind of liquor is usually consumed by these people /— 
Lager beer, I think, and whisky. 

7445a. Whisky is used to some extent, is it ?—Lager beer is the principai beverage. 

7446a. Whisky is.used very little, we understand /—Sometimes in case of an acci- 
dent about the works, if a man is in danger from the loss of blood, we have found it ne- 
cessary to give him whisky. 

7447a. Do you attribute the sobriety that prevails amongst your employees and in 
the community generally, to the fact that lager beer is the beverage generally used, and 
to the non-use of spirituous liquors !—I do not know, I rather think it is the ambition 
of our people, they try to get ahead. It is not customary here for people to drink too 
much. 


HUGO KRANZ, of Berlin, Insurance Manager, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7448a. What is your business occupation!—I have been for some years in the mer- 
cantile and manufacturing business, but I am at present manager of a fire insurance 
company. 

7449a. We understand you represented this electoral district in the House of 
Commons for some time ?—I did. 

7450a. Speaking as a citizen, how do you find the provisions of the license law car- 
ried out in this community }—I think they are carried out fairly well. 

745la. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law /—No. 

7452a. Have you ever found any difficulty caused to your business by intemperate 
habits on the part of people in your employment !—No, I could not say that. 

7453a. Do you find this community, taken as a whole, to be a law-abiding and 
sober people !— Yes. 

7454a. We understand there is a common use of lager beer here for beverage pur- 
poses /—Yes. 

7455a. Do you find the people are affected prejudicially by such use !—No, I do 
not think the majority of them drink to excess. They may go to excess in lager beer 
as well as in whisky. 

7456a. But you have not noticed that excess prevails to any great extent in this 
community !—No. 

7457a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Domi- 
nion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of liquors for beverage purpo- 
ses ’—No, I do not. 

7458a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery rendered use- 
less !—Yes, I believe they should be indemnified, because the Government—and the 
Government is the people themselves—have been in partnership with these men for 
years ; and if their business, which is a legal one at the present, is prevented, I think 
they should be indemnified. I have heard gentlemen make the remark that distillers 
and brewers are in the same position as other business men. I do not think so. Men 
dealing in any other wares can do as they please, but the manufacturer of liquors is 
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under Government control, he has to erect his works and his plant just as he is told to 
do by the Government. ‘Their work is done under Government control, and I believe 
they should be indemnified in case a prohibitory law is passed. Again, it has been 
remarked that they should pay the damages which they have done to others in their 
trade. Well, if damage is done, it is not done alone by these manufacturers, it is done 
by the Government just as well, because I consider the Government has been a partner 
in that business all along. 

7459a. Is there any further statement you would like to make yourself on this sub- 
ject I am opposed to a prohibitory law because I do not believe that it ever can be 
carried out. I believe in temperance, I am not a tetotaller myself, but I consider my- 
self temperate. I hate nothing more than to see a drunken man, but I believe you cannot 
make men good or temperate by law. Our community is a very temperate community ; 
and I know from experience that the moral status of the people has been raised a good 
deal during the last forty years. I have lived in this town for 35 or 40 years, and I 
know the ways and customs that prevailed 30 years ago. At that time the first men in 
the town thought nothing of being on a spree in a tavern, it was considered quite fash- 
ionable. But those ideas have vanished, and I believe we are gradually tending towards 
better morals and a higher social standing than prevailed in the past. I believe tem- 
perance can be promoted by moral suasion and by setting a good example far more than 
by enacting laws which cannot be carried out. The Scott Act was not carried out, and 
it would be the same with a prohibitory law. My opinion is that it would be a dead 
letter, and it would have injurious effects. It would bring down the high opinion 
which people generally have of law. If you have a law on the Statute-book which can- 
not be carried out, it is worse than no law. ; 


A. L. POWMAN, of Berlin, Collector of Customs, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald: 


7460a. You have been ordered to produce some statistics showing the importation 
of liquors into this port ; will you now read them to us?—I have prepared a statement 
of liquors imported at the port of Berlin from the year 1883 to 1893, the fiscal year 
extending in each case from first July to second June. 

7461la. Has the rate of duty BEOR distilled liquors been increased /—Yes. In 1882 
I think it was $1.75 ; it is now $2.124 per gallon. 

7462a. In what section of the country is this liquor taken ?—I could hardly tell 
you that. Of course the heaviest importers are Randall and Roos, who do the whole- 
sale liquor trade here. They have their travellers on the road down as far as Niagara 
and up north to Goderich. A good deal of this liquor is used in other counties than 
Waterloo. 

7463a. Speaking asa citizen, do you find that spirituous liquors are much used in 
this county by the people /—No, lager beer is the principal beverage. 

7464a. Speaking as a citizen, how do you find the provisions of the license law car- 
ried out ?—I think fairly well. 

7465a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law !—No. 

The Commission adjourned. 


Hvuco Kranz. 
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BERLIN, October 17, 1893. 
The Royal Commission met at 10:45 a.m. 


Present 


JupGce McDona.p. 


JUDGE McDONALD :—My brother Commissioner, Mr. Clarke, who had to go 
down to Toronto last evening, expected to be here by this time this morning. I think 
he will arrive during the course of the forenoon. 


D. HIBNER, of Berlin, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


7466a. How long have you resided in Berlin ?—For the last 18 years. 

7467a. I understand you are Reeve of the town ?—Yes, and as such I am one of the 
representatives in the County Council. 

7468a. How long have you been Reeve !—This is my third year. 

7469a. Are you engaged in business in the town ?—I ama furniture manufacturer. 

7470a. How many men do you employ !—At present 32 hands. 

7471la. Are your workmen mostly Canadians, or are they made up of different 
nationalities !— Different nationalties. 

7472a. How do you find their habits as to temperance and sobriety /—In that 
respect I congratulate myself, for we have not any who are not temperate. We do not 
allow intemperate men to enter our employ. 

7473a. Have you been troubled at any time with having men of different habits 
from those ?—Yes, in one or two instances. But when we find a man inclined to drink 
too much, we give him a warning, and that is generally the last of it. By doing so we 
have not had any fault to find since. 

7474a. Have you had any cases in which, owing to intemperance on the part of 
any of your employees, other men have been kept from their work ?—Not to my 
knowledge. 

7475a. I mean work that requires two or three hands to do, and one being off, the 
others are kept from their work !—Yes, we have had some trouble that way before we 
laid down these iron clad rules, as it were. Our work goes from one machine to another, 
and if one man is short it stops the others. 

7476a. Speaking as a citizen, how do you find this community in its habits ?—Is it 
sober and law-abiding ?—Yes, I think it is more so now than it has been, according to 
my judgment. 

7477a. Has there been a growth of temperance sentiment and temperance habits? 
—It seems to me so. 

7478a. Are the men who are employed in the factories and other works here, 
generally men who are fairly prosperous !—Yes, so far as I know. 

7479a. Do they own their own homes !—Yes, mostly ; I think more so in this town 
than in any other town in the Dominion. 

7480a. They acquire properties of their own ?—Yes. 

748la. Have you noticed what is the prevailing beverage among those people when 
they do partake of what is generally called strong drink !—I think beer is used mostly. 

7482a. Do you find the provisions of the license law fairly well carried out in this 
community !—Yes, I believe they are, so far as I know. 

_ 7483a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law, such as 
the Scott Act ?—No, not a great deal. I have been away occasionally. Twice I think 
I have been in the town of Tara, away beyond Chesley, up on the Wiarton Road in the 
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County of Bruce. Then I have been in another town away back of St. Thomas, Duart, 
I think, in the County of Elgin. 

7484a. How did you find the law observed in Tara?—I went up there to buy some 
lumber of a man who had a saw-mill, he lived out on a farm adjoining the town. I came 
in late and went to a hotel, and I was awfully disgusted at the way I was treated in 
that place. They had some back room where men were sitting playing cards and drink- 
ing whisky all night. I concluded that the Scott Act did not have a very good effect in 
that town. They were thundering around that hotel so that I could not sleep. In fact. 
I left in the morning without a breakfast, and went up to this saw-mill man and got my 
breakfast. I told my experience, and he said: Yes, I am sorry to say that I voted 
for the Scott Act myself, but since it has been in force I see men going into those hotels 
to get drink who, when the license law was in force, would not go up to a counter and 
take a glass. 

7485a. How did you find it in the other place?—I was only there a few hours 
looking for some lumber. I could not say how the law was observed. 

7486a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Dom- 
inion, preventing the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for 
beverage purposes /—That is a pretty hard question to answer, that means a good deal. 
In fact I never thought about that much. I have reflected that there is a lot of capital 
invested in this business, and who is going to compensate these men for their capital !— 
Would it be right to say to them, you have got to shut up—without giving them any 
remuneration or any recourse ! ; 

7487a. In case such a law were enacted, would you deem it right that these men 
should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery that would be rendered 
useless?—I think they ought to be, because the law is such that it holds out an induce- 
ment to a man to invest his capital in that business. Now, if you go to work and pass 
a law to shut up his business, without giving him any recourse, I do not think it, 
would be fair from a financial standpoint. 

7488a. You have not given the whole question much consideration ?—Not at all. I 
am aman who generally attends to my own business. 

7489a. Have you any statement you wish to make yourself on the question of the 
liquor traffic !--Nothing in particular. 


GEORGE RUMPER, of Berlin, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7490a. How long have you resided in Berlin ’—About eighteen years. 

7491a. In what business are you engaged ’/—In the manufacture of boots and shoes. 

7492a. How long have you been engaged in that business !—Fourteen or fifteen 

ears. 

; 7493a. How many people do you employ /—I employ from 70 to 75 hands. 

7494a. Your employees are of different nationalities /—Yes. 

7495a. How do you find their habits as to sobriety and temperance !—They are 
well conducted. Some drink a little, and some do not at all. 

7496a. Do any of them drink to excess !—Not to speak of. 

7497a. Has your business at any time been injured at all by drinking habits on the 
part of your employees !—Very little. 

7498a. Have you noticed what is the popular beverage in this part of the country ? 
—Lager beer. 

7499a. Have you been in any county where a prohibitory law was in force /—No, I 
have not had any experience. 

7500a. How do you find the license law to work in your own county /—I think it 
works very well. 
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7501la. Do you find any trouble arising from drink in the community ?!—No. The 
people are mostly German in this county, and they drink a glass of beer occasionally, 
but very little liquor. 

7502a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law that would pro- 
hibit the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drink for beverage purposes ? 
—No, I would be against it. 

7503a. In case such a law were enacted, would you deem it right that brewers and 
distillers should receive remuneration for plant and machinery that would be rendered 
useless !—Certainly they should be. 

7504a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself in reference to this 
matter /—I may mention that we have had several large singing festivals in this town, 
when we had 5,000 to 10,000 strangers as visitors, mostly Germans, and I do not 
think there was one man drunk on the streets. Our Chief Constable knows more than 
Ido on that point. At least I did not notice any drunken men. They all behaved them- 
selves very quietly. Of course, they only drink beer, it is very seldom that they take a 
glass of liquor. 

7505a. Did these people who came to the festival, come from different parts of the 
country /—From all parts of the country ; some came from Montreal. They were Germans. 

7506a. Did many people come in from the county itself ’—Yes, a great many 
came in. 


FREDERICK SNYDER, of Berlin, tinsmith, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7507a. How long have you resided in Berlin ?—Some forty years. 

7508a. What business are you engaged in ?—I keep a tin shop. 

7509a. Do you employ any men ?—Only one. 

7510a. How do you find the character of this town in respect to sobriety and tem- 
perance !—So far as I know there are very few drunkards in this town. I do not see any. 

751la. Have you seen the working of a prohibitory law anywhere /—No. 

7512a. Do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law that would prevent the 
manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drink /—No. 

7513a. In case such a law was passed, would you deem it right that brewers and 
distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery rendered useless !—I 
would think it right. If such a law were passed every distiller and every brewer would 
suffer from it. I would make these temperance men who are advocating prohibition, 
pay the brewers and distillers, and every man who will suffer under it. 

7514a. How do you find the license law that we have now?—I guess it works 
pretty well. In former years when we had more taverns, it was as quiet as it is now. 
We had no rows in former years. We had 15 taverns and now we have 8. 

7515a. Do you think eight are enough for Berlin?—We get plenty to drink. 

7516a. Is there plenty of accommodation for travellers?—You can get a glass if 
you want it. 
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RODOLPH MYLIUS, M.D., of Berlin, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


Ly Judge McDonald : 


7517a.—How long have you resided in Berlin ?—Thirty-three years. 

7518a. As a physician have you noticed whether much of the sickness and disease 
which you have to treat, arises from intemperate habits upon the part of the people ?— 
Not at all. 

7519a. It was stated to us by a doctor, the other day at London, that beer drinkers 
suffer much more from the effects of what they drink than do those who drink spirituous 
liquors !—I am not of that opinion. 

7520a. He told us that he found that the drinking of beer was a great cause of 
Bright’s disease !—I do not believe it, because in Germany, where they drink almost 
exclusively beer and wine, Bright’s disease is almost unknown. 

7521a. Have you been in Germany yourself !—I was educated in Germany. 

7522a. Then you have seen the habits of the German people !—Certainly, and their 
custom. 

7523a. What is the principal beverage in Germany ?—Beer. 

7524a. What kind of beer ?—Good strong beer. 

7525a. Is it like the lager they drink here /—Certainly, the lager. They use that 
and wine. 

7526a. When you speak of beer used in Germany, you mean lager !—Exactly. 

7527a. Was there much drunkenness there /—No, there is not much drunkenness. 

7528a. When in Europe, were you in any country where spirituous liquors were 
used more than beer !/—Yes, in the north of Germany there are more spirituous liquors 
used. 

7529a. Taking the communities in which malt liquors are used, and those in which 
spirituous liquors are used, in which do you find the most drunkenness /—It is all the 
same. I do not find any difference in Germany. 

7530a. Are there any people who use spirituous liquors to excess?!—Rarely. We 
find very little drunkenness in Germany. 

753la. Were you in communities where light wines were used a good deal?—Yes, 
a good deal. 

7532a. With what results ’—Well, with the result that people feel joyous, but do 
not get drunk. 

7533a. Have you seen the working of a prohibitory law anywhere ?—I have had 
no experience. 

7534a. In your own county here, you have the license law ?—Yes. 

7535a. How do you find it work ?—I think it works very well. 

7536a. Do you have much drunkenness in this county /—No, not much. 

7537a. What is the principal beverage here’—The principal beverage here in 
Berlin is beer, the lager, German lager. 

7538a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law that would prevent 
the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating beverages in Canada ?—No. 

7539a. In case such a law were enacted, would you deem it right that brewers and 
distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery rendered use- 
less 1—Most decidedly, and those who vote for prohibition should pay it. 

7540a. I would be very glad to hear any statement from you upon this subject which 
you would like to make, whether from your experience as a traveller or as a physician /— 
I can only speak professionally, scientifically. The whole prohibitionist movement is a 
farce, is nonsense, from a physiological standpoint. Man only differs from the animal 
by the use of stimulants, and it is said that the high civilization of this century is 
mostly caused by the use of stimulants. There is no people on the face of the earth that 
has not its stimulants. Ido not favour the abuse of stimulants, but I favour their use, 
and I think, from a scientific standpoint, the use of stimulants is favourable to men, by 
giving our patients stimulants after mental exhaustion and nervous excitement their life 
is prolonged. You can only support your system and keep it up to its normal activity 
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by the use of stimulants. The best proof that stimulants act favourably on the mind is 
furnished by the fact that those temperance people who are really keeping temperance, 
make such asses of themselves that they advocate a prohibitory law. There has been a 
congress of temperance people in the old’ country, at the Hague, in Holland, where all 
the best physicians from England, France, Germany, and so on, were present. These 
men formed a temperance congress, and they formulated the rule that it is impossible to 
do without stimulants, and that it is consistent with thorough temperance to use daily 
about six ounces of whisky, a little light wine, about two litres, and about four glasses 
of strong beer. That, they consider, means real temperance. 

7541a. It is urged by some that the difficulty is that persons who would take the 
small quantities of which you speak, get a taste for intoxicating drink, and then take 
more !—That may be so, a small quantity will favour that. 

7542a. And thereby they injure themselves ?!—But why not educate the people to 
keep temperate? These small quantities I have mentioned are the minimum, not the 
maximum dose. It is not said thata little more would hurt them. 

7543a. Have you any further statement you should like to make !—I think not. 


MICHAEL ROOS, of Berlin, wholesale grocer, on being duly sworn, dey osed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7544a. How long have you lived in Berlin !—Four years next month. 

7545a. Where did you live before then ?—Previous to that time, nearly all my life 
in Preston, eight miles from here. 

7546a. So that you are really a native of the County of Waterloo !—Yes. 

7547a. Speaking from your experience in various parts of the county, do you find 
the habits of the people to be sober and temperate ?—I find that the most of them, all 
the Germans especially, like their glass of beer. There may be a few of them who drink 
to excess ; but I think there is less drunkenness in the County of Waterloo than probably 
in any county in Ontario. 

7548a. Do you find that the lager beer is a general beverage !—Yes. 

7549a. What is your own business /—Our firm are in the wholesale business, gro- 
ceries, wines, liquors and cigars. 

7550a. What is the name of your firm ?—Randall & Roos. 

7551a. In what part of the Dominion do you carry on your business ?—Principally 
in western Ontario, west of Toronto, and north of here. 

7552a. In what counties do you go!—Perth, Huron, Bruce, Grey, Oxford and 
Wentworth, you may say within a radius of one hundred miles of this place. 

7553a. Were you carrying on business at the time the Scott Act was in force /— 
We were. , 

7554a. Were you then engaged in the liquor business !—Yes. 

7555a, Can you tell us whether at that time sales of liquor were made to any extent 
in Scott Act counties /—In stronger liquor, I think the sales were even more than they 
are now, for instance in whisky. Whisky, of course, was the principal liquor; then 
brandy, gin, rum, scotch whisky and those hard liquors, were sold as much, I think, as 
now; but whisky was sold more. But there was less beer and wine used. 

7556a. In what kind of packages did you send it out !—AIl sized packages, we sold 
both barrels and kegs. When we sold to small places, about nine-tenths of the liquors 
were packed up in boxes and barrels and shipped to different nvmes. 

7557a. Did you make any shipments to private individuals !—Yes, a great many, 
and we sold by the barrel : we ship quite a lot direct from the distillery to these places. 
For instance, if a man ordered a barrel of whisky to be shipped from Gooderham’s dis- 
tillery in Toronto, we used to ship it to some different name, sometimes to the station 
where the person lived, and sometimes to a different station beyond it or this side of it. 
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7558a. Would this be for dealers !—Yes. 

7559a. When you shipped to private individuals, was that sent directly /—We did 
not do much of that. Our business is wholesale. -We have done so, but we did not 
make a practice of it. In a great many places we would ship whisky to different names. 
For instance, our traveller, Mr. Brown, would go to Wiarton, or some of those places, 
and we would ship the whisky to his name, and we would send the hotel-keeper an order 
to get it at the station. We wouldsay: Agent, G. T. R., or C. P. R., please deliver such 
and such goods to bearer on receipt of this order. We would send the hotel-keeper the 
order, and they would send some person, either in the day time or at night, as would 
be most convenient for them, to the station for the goods. They would not touch it them- 
selves. In this way the goods were got into these places without being known. I have 
brought our letter book along with me so that you may see it. It shows the different 
places to which we shipped goods in the year 1886-87. 

7560a. You might give us the places, but not the names ?—It was shipped to our 
traveller. Here is an order: 


Messrs. GooDERHAM & Worts: 
GENTLEMEN, —Please ship immediately to H. C. Brown, Mount Forest, one barrel of rye. 


Mount Forest is in Wellington County, I think. 
756la. Was the Scott Act in force in Wellington County at that time 1—Yes. Here 
is another order: 


To MEssrs 


Your telegram saying to ship goods ordered at once, just received. We have ordered a barrel of 
rye from Gooderhan & Worts Distillery, Toronto, to be shipped immediately to the address of H. C. 
Brown, and herewith enclose you an order to the station agent. Trusting it will arrive in due 
course. 


RANDALL & ROOS. 
Station Agent, Mount Forest : 


Dear Srr,—Please deliver to the bearer the barrel of rye whisky consigned to me by Messrs. 
Gooderham & Worts, Toronto. 
Yours truly, 


H. G. BROWN. 


Mr. Brown was our traveller, and of course we would send the order right from 
the house, and so I could go on through the whole book. 

7562a. Have you many of these in your book ?—Yes, hundreds of them, to all parts. 

7563a. Did you at any time experience difficulty in collecting from the people who 
lived in those sections !—Yes, quite a bit. 

7564a. Did any of them claim the sale was illegal?’—Yes, a great many of them 
have not paid us to this day. Besides, shortly after the Scott Act came in, there were 
a great many who could not make a living, they were a little behind, and were leaving 
the country. A lot of them went over to the other side. Sometimes we would ship 
the goods to our own names, and sometimes to the traveller’s. 

7565a. Did you suffer any loss by the liquors being seized 1— Very little. 

7566a. Were you yourself in any of these Scott Act counties where the law was in 
force !—Yes. 

7567a. Do you remember seeing how it worked !—I do. 

7568a. In what counties ?—Principally in Huron and Wellington. 

7569a, Can you name any places in Huron ?—Seaforth, Brucefield and Clinton. 

7570a. Did you find the law observed in those places ?—Of course, they sold all 
they could. 

7571a. Were they selling much ?—The hotel-keepers sold all they could; what I 
mean is, if a man came in that they had any doubts about, they would not sell him any ; 
but in a great many places they sold quite openly. Of course some people were more 
careful. 

7572a. How was it in the County of Wellington !—It was pretty much the same 
all over. They all kept liquor, and where they could sell it, without fear of being caught, 
they did. But they all kept liquor, more or less. 
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7573a. Can you say, from what you saw in those counties, whether the liquors that 
~were sold were in any way adulterated !—I think they were adulterated more then than 
they are now. They sold principally whisky, strong stuff, and they would fix it up. I 
know we have had kegs come back where we found some stuff in them that we were not 
at all pleased with. 

7574a. What did you find in them ?—Well, we found tobacco in some of them; in 
other kegs we could not tell what it was. But we do not find anything like that now. 

7575a. Did you ever find what is called bluestone ?—I could not say I would know 
blue stone if I saw it. ; 

7576a. It is the same as blue vitriol !—I would know blue vitriol ; but if it was in 
liquor it would be dissolved. 

7577a. I have understood that blue stone can be detected. I have heard people 
say that they found it in the bottom of the kegs?—We never examined it as closely as 
that. If we have suspicion of anything being in the kegs, we open them up. 

7578a. Have you found your sales diminished since the Scott Act was repealed, in the 
counties of which you speak /—I think we have in strong liquor. We are selling more 
wines now than we used to. We are buying wines now by the car load that we formerly 
bought in less quantities. 

7579a. Where are the wines made ?— Different places. 

7580a. Are Canadian wines used at all?—We principally use Canadian wines. We 
buy principally from P. G. Bright & Co., in Toronto ; we buy from them by the car load. 
‘Their wine is made up in the neighbourhood of Niagara Falls. 

7581a. Do you find the use of that wine is increasing !—I think it is since the Scott 
Act was repealed. We sell more wines now than we did then, but less whisky and less 
strong stuff. 

7582a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself in connection with 
this matter !—I may say that I have been in the liquor business all my lifetime. My 
father was a hotel-keeper and a brewer. With the exception of about two years, I have 
been handling it all my life, both in the bar when I was young, and in other ways in 
later years. Since Iam able to earn my own living I have earned it on the road, 
amongst hotels, or in the cellar handling samples every day, and I never have been 
drunk, I never took a glass of whisky or any strong drink, either in the cellar, over the 
bar, or in my own house. I think I can name more ministers’ sons that are bad—not 
through liquor alone, of course there are other things—but I can name more ministers’ 
sons that are bad than I can either hotel-keepers’, brewers’, distillers’ or wholesale mer- 
chants’ sons. 

At this stage of the sitting, Mr. Cuarke arrived. 

7583a. It is quite proper to ask you why you bring in ministers. What connec- 


tion is there between them and the subject of this inquiry ’—Well, ministers, as a rule, 


are supposed to be against the use of liquor ; and by ministers being too severe on their 
sons in different ways, forbidding them to use liquor or to be around hotels, the young 
men are more apt to be fond of it and to get a liking for it than those who are in the 
business. 

7584a. Well, without the slightest imputation upon you or your business, do you 
think yourself that the hotel or other place where liquor is sold, is the best place in 
which to bring up a young man?—No, not exactly that. What I mean to say is that I 
know of more ministers’ sons that are bad than I do of hotel-keepers’, brewers’ or distil- 
lers’ sons. 

7585a. Have you reason to suppose that these persons to whom you refer would have 
been any better if they had been frequenters of places where intoxicating drink was 
sold !—It might possibly not be. 

7586a. It is difficult for one to see the connection between the two things. I 
uuderstand what you mean. Your position is this: that the sons of those who are 
opposed to the traffic and who keep them away from it, fall into intemperate habits just 
as well as the sons of those who are connected with the traffic !—That is it. 

7587a. I understand your reasoning ; but following that up, would you put forward 
this idea: that it was better, in the interest of a young man, that he should be brought 
up in those places, than be brought up away from them !—No, I do not mean that, but 
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I mean that I kn>w of more young men who are hotel-keepers’ sons and who take less 
liquor than the sons of ministers, and are fully as respectable. 

7588a. Did your sales fall off during the Scott Act period ’—They did in this way: 
we sold more strong stuff, more whisky—-whisky was the principal thing handled then— 
than we did wine. Of course beer and ale were sold very little, only bottled. 

7589a. Did you favour the repeal of the Act ’—Well, the Scott Act made it very 
unpleasant for us to do business, because we were obliged to fill a great many small kegs. 
and pack up the case. 

7590a. Did you find it satisfactory to do business in sending to these addresses ? 
—Not at all, it made it very unpleasant for us. 

7591a. Feigned addresses, you may say, because the package was not intended for 
your traveller ’—No, it was not intended for him. 

7592a. Then was there a difficulty about collecting from people /—It was very diffi- 
cult in some places. In some places they said we could not make them pay it on ac- 
count of the Scott Act being in force; but of course that was wrong, because we had no 
Scott Act here and we could sell what we liked. 

7593a. Do you import liquors from abroad ?— Yes, from different countries. 

7594a. Somebody put forward the statement yesterday that the Canadian wines 
made here are much fortified with spirits. What is your experience!—Of course all 
wine should have a certain amount of spirits in them to keep them. A wine without 
spirits would not keep very long. 

7595a. Are they fortified to such an extent as to render them very intoxicating ? 
—No, I do not think so. 

7596a. I use the term “very ” comparatively, because, of course, they are intoxi- 
cating under any circumstances if they are fortified; but are they fortified to such an 
extent as to. contain a large percentage of aleohol!—I do not think there is that much 
spirits in them that a person would get really full—unless, of course, he made a hog of 
himself. 

7597a. Now, from the statement put in by the Collector of Customs, we find that. 
in 1884-85 there were imported 6,011 gallons of brandy, gin, whisky, wine, ale, beer: 
and porter ; in 1885-86 the quantity was 3,042 gallons, a diminution of about one-half ; 
in 1886-87, the quantity was 3,748 gallons, a small increase over the previous year; in 
1887-88 importations rose to 6,109 gallons ; in 1888-89, the last year of the Scott Act 
in some of the counties, and perhaps the year after it had been repealed in others, the 
importations rose to 11,098 gallons ?—Can you account for the difference in those years ? 
—Well, when the Scott Act first came into force, of course we had an idea that our 
business was going to he ruined. 

7598a. A question has been suggested to me in connection with the statement that 
you made about the sons of ministers and the sons of hotel-keepers—to ask whether 
you have known young men, whose fathers were liquor sellers, to become intemperate ? 
-—Well, I have known some to get full, certainly. But what I say is this: that I can 
name more ministers’ sons who are drunkards than hotel-keepers’ sons. I do not mean 
to say that on account of being ministers sons they are any worse; but I just know it 
to be the case with a few, ‘*.at they are really worse than hotel-keepers’ sons. 

7599a. Is there anything in this, that. there is really a very small percentage of 
ministers’ sons who go wrong !—Very true. 

7600a. But owing to the fact of their fathers being ministers, more attention is. 
drawn to them than to the sons of any other class in the community !/—Quite likely, cer- 
tainly. Of course, where there is one minister’s son, there are, probably, a dozen sons. 
of hotel-keepers and brewers. 

760la. We have a great many ministers in Canada now ?—I know it. 

7602a. Is there any further statement you would wish to make ?—Not particularly. 
T did not wish to cast any reflection on the ministers, by any means. I am a hotel 
keeper’s son, and I want to say that I do not think that a person who is engaged im 
handling liquor is more likely to go wrong than a minister’s son who is forbidden to go 
near a hotel or to touch liquor. We have seen very often that if a family gets in a box 
of raisins or cakes, or anything good to eat, and if the children are forbidden to go near 
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it or touch it, they are more crazy to get hold of it than they would otherwise be. I do 
not wish to cast any slur on either ministers or their sons ; I merely want to say that I 
think hotel-keepers’ sons are as good as ministers’ sons, and they are not more apt to be- 
come fond of drink than ministers’ sons are. 


JOHN MOTZ, of Berlin, journalist, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows : 
By Judge McDonald : 


7603a. How long have you lived in Berlin !—About 43 years. 

7604a, What is the name of the newspaper you publish !—The Berlin Journal. 

7605a. What has been your experience as to the habits of the people of this town 
and surrounding country, as to sobriety and temperance !—I think there is less drunken- 
ness now than there used to be in years gone by. 

7606a. Comparing them with people in other counties in Ontario which you visit, 
what is the result ?—I think our people are more sober than people in other parts of the 
country. 

7607a. To what do you attribute this /—The Germans do not drink so much strong 
liquors and whisky, but drink mostly beer. During the last few years there is a great 
deal of native wine made. Some people buy the grapes and make it themselves. Even 
some of our tavern-keepers buy grapes and make their own native wine. In speaking of 
native wine, I would like to make one remark. It has been stated that it has been ne- 
cessary to put spirits into native wine to make it keep. I am in the habit of making 
native wine, I have it six years old and there is not a drop of spirits in it, not an ounce 
of sugar has been put into it; it is pure grape juice, and it is just as good now asit was 
when it was made, and even better, it is milder. It is fermented, certainly ; it would 
not keep without fermentation, but there is very little alcohol in it. 

7608a. You mean that no spirits have been added to it to fortify it /—It is not ne- 
cessary. I would not buy any wine with spirits or sugar added. 

7609a. How do you find the license law carried out here?—Very strictly, to all 
appearances. 

7610a. Have you had any experience of a prohibitory law ?—I was in the County 
of Simcoe when the Scott Act was in force there. 

76104a. How did you find things there !—You could get liquor in any place. I was. 
at dinner at Orillia, and they had something they called Scott Act punch, with the pud- 
ding. That pudding contained a great percentage of liquor of some kind, but they 
all partook of it, and in our company were six temperance men, prohibitionists, like my 
friend Mr. Moyer ; and the temperance men relished it just as well as the rest of us 

moderate drinkers. 

. 761la. Had you reason to believe that it contained anything intoxicating !—Cer- 
tainly, most of them knew what it was. 

76120. Had you experience of the working of a prohibitory law anywhere else }— 
Nothing:else, except what I have heard. 

7613a. Do you favour the enactment of a law that would prohibit the manufacture, 
importation and sale of intoxicating liquors in Canada for beverage purposes !—I would 
not. J think it would make the people worse, there would be more drunkenness. 

7614a. Incase such a law were enacted, would you consider it right that remunera- 
tion should be made to brewers and distillers for the loss of their plant and machinery 
rendered useless /—I should think as a matter of fairness they should be remunerated. 
When the Government gives them a license and encourages them to invest their capital 
in the business, I think the Government ought to indemnify them if they should take 
away the privilege. . } 

7615a. Is there any further statement you would like to make yourself _—I think 
if treating could be done away with, and the sale of beer and native wine could be 
encouraged, it would go a great way in promoting real temperance. 
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7616a. Would the encouragement of the use of light wine and beer, create any 
appetite for stronger liquor that might prove injurious !—Perhaps, some cases. J know 
people who drink beer and light wine, and who stick to it all their lives. 

7617a. It is argued that if encouragement were given to the sale of light beer and 
light wine throughout Canada, an appetite would be created in the uses of those light 
beverages, for stronger liquor, and that in reality they would become feeders for the 
regular saloon. What do you think about that /—I think we should take the experience 
of countries where nothing but beer and wine, or hardly anything else is used. For 
instance, in Germany, France, Spain and Italy, where light wine is almost exclusively 
drunk, there is comparatively little drunkenness. Wines in the southern countries are 
heavy, but the people never drink them without mixing them with water. I am told by 
travellers that in Spain and Italy, if you want to have a pure wine, you have got to 
order it, otherwise you get it mixed with water as a beverage in the hotels. 


Rev. HENRY GOWDY, of Berlin, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


7618a. How long have you lived in Berlin ?—A year next fall. 

76183a. Of what church are you minister?—Of the Mennonite Church. 

7619a. Is your Church largely represented in this country !—Not as largely as some 
of the other societies, we have 160 odd members here in Berlin and surrounding neigh- 
bourhood that attend this church. We have a great many more in the county, perhaps 
six or eight hundred altogether. 

7620a. Have you any rule in your church as to total abstinence Strong drink 
is strongly forbidden. No member of our society is allowed to use it except as a medicine. 

7621a. And no member of your society is allowed to use it as a beverage ?—No, it 
is strictly forbidden. If we find that.any one does use it, we certainly deal with him ; it 
is a matter of discipline. 

7622a. As a pastor living among the people, do you find that there is an amount of 
suffering or distress caused by the use of intoxicating beverages ’—Yes, a great deal. I 
am sorry to say that I have near friends and relatives that are suffering badly and 
neglect their families, just through that. 

7623a. Have you lived in any other county than this ?—I lived in York County 
three years before I came here. 

7624a. Comparing Waterloo County with York County, how do you find the habits 
of the people relatively !—I do not find much difference between Waterloo and York ; 
if anything, I would judge by what I see, that there is more drinking in the town of 
Berlin than where I lived. I lived out in Markham, it is a smaller place than Berlin. I 
think I have seen more drunken people on the road in and about Berlin, than I saw 
during the three years I lived in Markham. 

7625a. Was there a prohibitory law in force there !—No, a license law, 

7626a. Have you called the attention of the Chief of Police, or of the other 
authorities, to the drunkenness you have observed in Berlin ?—No. 

7627a. We have a most favourable showing for this town in regard to drunkenness? — 
—A few. days ago when my wife and I were going down town, we met a drunken man 
on the side walk, and we had to give him room to get along. 

76284. Do you go about much in the rural districts in the county ?—Not very 
much. 

7629a. How do you find the license law working in this town ?—I think there 
might be an improvement. 
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7630a. Do you think the people in the trade do not live up to the law/—No, I 
think they do not. 

763la. Do they not observe the Sunday law ?—Of course I have not pryed into 
matters, but I judge from appearances. 

7632a. Is the Saturday night law observed !—That is more than I could tell you. 

7633a. Did you ever see any drunkenness on Sunday in the street here /—Not on 
the Sabbath day since I have been here. Of course Saturday is generally minister's 
day, when he is in his study a good deal, and not often out on Saturday nights. I could 
not say much about Saturday nights, but I have seen many the worse of liquor on the 
Sabbath day. 

7634a. Are you in favour of the enactment of a prohibition law for Canada, pro- 
hibiting the Be anctuse importation and sale of strong drink for beverage purpose /— 
Yes, certainly. 

7635a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you except the use of it for 
medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes?!—We do not use intoxicating liquors 
for sacramental purposes at all. 

7636a. Of course you know there are those who do use it for those purposes !—I 
know there are some. That would be a pretty difficult question to answer. We think 
it is not Scriptural to use them, of course others think differently. As a church we differ 
with some on that point. 

7637a. Then you are not prepared to answer that question !—No, I would not like 
to. 

7638a. In case of the enactment of such a prohibitory law, would you favour 
remuneration being made to brewers and distillers for the loss of their plant and 
machinery rendered useless !—I do not know as that would be in order. 

7639a. You would not favour it /—No. 

7640a. Is there any other statement you would like to make yourself in reference 
to the liquor traflic /—All the different acts we have had dealing with the liquor traffic, 
seem to do a certain work, yet they do not seem to give full satisfaction. I think if we 
could have the liquor traffic removed entirely, it would be a real cure for the evils we 
complain of. 

7641a. Have you had any experience yourself of a prohibitory law !—Not at all. 

7642a. Have you found that the domestic relations, the wage earning power of the 
people, or business interests, are at all affected by the liquor traffic as carried on here ? 
—I could not say for the short time I have been here. 

7643a. What was the population of Markham ?—About 800 or 1,000. 

7644a. Was there a police force there !—I think so. 

7645a. We are told here that they have something like 8,000 of a population in 
Berlin ?—Markham is a small country village, Berlin is much larger. 


By Mr Clarke : 


7646a. Did you ever live in any other towns with a population about like that of 
Berlin ?—_No. 

7647a. Then you cannot make a comparison of the sobriety and good order that 
exists in Berlin with that of any other place of the same size /—No. 
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JONATHAN COOK, of Berlin, Governor of the Jail, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald: 


7648a. How long have you been Governor of the Jail ?—Five and a half years. 
7649-50a. I find in a Berlin paper this article containing jail statistics purporting to 
have been given by yourself : 


JAIL STATISTICS FOR 1893. 


The following summary has been obtained through the kindness of Governor Cook, from his 
annual report for the year ending September 30th, 1893. 

Total number in custody, 88 males and 3 females. Of those three were under 16 years of age; 
eight were of unsound mind; eight were sent to the central prison ; four were sent to the Kingston 
Penitentiary ; one was sent to Penetanguishene Reformatory ; nineteen were discharged and _ bailed 
out; thirty-one served out their sentence ; seven were in custody at the beginning of the year. 

These prisoners put in a total of 1,789 days of imprisonmeut. Hight belonged to the Church of 
England, eleven were Presbyterians, twelve Methodists, twenty-five Roman Catholics, and twenty- 
five belonged to other denominations. Thirty-five were married, and forty-four unmarried. Forty- 
nine were temperate, and thirty intemperate. 

Total cost of fuel, clothing and other items of maintenance, $562.80. Daily cost per prisoner, 
for rations, 8515 cents. 

Thirteen were sentenced for larceny ; ten for vagrancy ; five for drunk and disorderly ; three for - 
assault ; three for car breaking ; ten others for different offences. 

Their occupations previous to entering the jail, ranged all the way from commercial travellers and 
accountants, to tramps. 

Judging from a comparison of this years’ statistics with those of the past five years, crime and 
intemperance are on the decrease in this county. 


—tThat article is correct, I wrote it myself—at least I dictated it to a reporter. ‘There 
is one item in reference to religions that is not quite correct. There should be two less 
Roman Catholic than are mentioned there. 

765la. I see that of the persons who were imprisoned, according to this statement 
forty nine are returned as temperate and thirty as intemperate. Is this classification 
according to the statement they made themselves to you /—Yes. ; 

7652a. Were any of the 49 temperate, total abstainers !—I could not answer that. 

7653a. Your statistics only require the terms “temperate” or ‘intemperate ” ?—In 
looking over the list before I came down, I found that out of the 79 that were lodged 
in jail, 48 were brought there either directly or indirectly through drink. Out of the 
other 31 there might have been one or two that I knew nothing about, but the balance 
would not say that the use of intoxicating drinks had anything to do with their convic- 
tion. 

7654a. Have you ever been connected with any other prison than the one in Berlin ? 
—Nothing more than as constable in this county for some 12 years. 

7655a. You have no vagrants committed to your jail now ?—None excepting the 
ordinary tramp. 

7656a. And hé may be only in for a short time or be removed to the Central Prison 2 
— Yes. 

7657a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law !—No, I 
cannot say that I have. I have been in this county for some twenty years. 

7658a. How have you found the license law work !—Of late years I cannot say 
much about that. 

7659a. What is the character of the people in this county, as a whole, for sobriety 
and temperance?—I can only judge by the figures of other jails ; according to popu- 
lation I do not see much difference between the different counties. The statistics of the 
jails appear to run on a level pretty well. 

7660a. You do not find any great difference between other jails and your own }— 
No. 

7661la. Do you as to the number of drunkards?—I have not looked that up. 

7662a. You were constable, you say, before you came here ?—Yes, in the village of 
Hamburgh. 
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__ 7663a. How was the license law carried out in Hamburgh !—Sometimes it was very 

well adhered to, other times it was not. 

7664a. What is the character of the people of Hamburg for temperance and sobriety ? 
—tThey are much the same as here. When you get into a community of beer drinkers 
you do not find them exhibit the same amount of excitement as those who take strong 
liquors. 

7665a. Have you observed much drunkenness in the streets here?—I am not on the 
streets very much. 

7666a. Have you observed whether persons are allowed to go about the streets 
drunk without being arrested!—I really could not say, because I am only a short time 
here. 

7667a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for beverage 
purposes /—That is a hard question for me to answer. In a way I am opposed to prohi- 
bition, because I believe the temperance cause is on the increase, and that intemperance 
is on thedecrease. If possible I would rather see prohibition reached in some other way 
than throwing it into machine politics where it would be very apt to fail. 

7668a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour compensation 
being made to brewers and distillers for plant and machinery that would be rendered 
useless }—I would not be in favour of allowing any to those who have entered the busi- 
ness of late years in face of the prohibition movement. 

7669a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself ?—Nothing more 
than to repeat what I said about temperance being on the increase and intemperance on 
the decrease. In the year 1888-89, 20 persons were committed to the jail over which I now 
have control, for being drunk; while in the year 1892-93 there were only six. Thus 
you see a great diminution within the past five years. 

7670a. Since you have been jailor has there been any time in which the jail has been 
without a prisoner /—Yes, during this last year, which ended on the 30th September we 
were for eleven days without a prisoner ; in the year before, six days; and the year 
before that four days without a prisoner. 


By Mr. Clarke: 
7671a. So that in this county the number is steadily decreasing ?—Yes, 
By Judge McDonald : 


is 
7672a. How many inmates of the jail did you say there were, the cause of whose 
incarceration could be traced directly or indirectly to intemperance !—Forty-eight. 
7673a. You mean that the crimes were committed owing to intemperate habits ?— 
Yes, owing to the influence of liquor, through their having partaken of it. 
7674a. In case the manufacture, importation and sale of liquor were stopped alto- 
_ gether in this community, from your experience do you believe it would have an effect 
in reducing crime /—I think so. 


CHARLES R. GEDDES, of Berlin, nurseryman, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7675a. How long have you lived here ?—32 years. 

7676a. Do you carry on the business of nurseryman here !—Yes. 

7677a. How many men do you employ —I carry it on on a small scale. 

7678a. How have you found the license law carried out in Berlin?—In some in- 
stances it is carried out, in others it is not. 

7679a. Do you find any difficulty about the Saturday nightand Sunday observance 
law 7—It is evident that there are a number of drunkards on Saturday night and Sun- 
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day, what I call drunkards, although they may not call them drunkards in town here. . 
They get full, and they feel very funny. 

76802. Are they troublesome !—Sometimes, 

7681la. Have you called the attention of the police to these people !—Occasionally. 

7682a. With what results ?—They were attended to sometimes, but not perhaps for’ 
drunkenness. They were charged with disorderly conduct, but not with drunkenness. 

7683a. We have been told there were no convictions here for drunkenness, but. 
there may have been convictions for disorderly conduct !—There may be, yes. 

76834a. Do you think that, in some cases at least, the disorderly conduct was trace- 
able to the people being intoxicated, or at least, having taken too much liquor }—No 
doubt about it. 

7684a. Have you had any experience of a prohibitory law !—No. 

7685a. Do you favour the enactment of such a law, preventing the manufacture, 
importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for beverage purposes /—Yes. 

7686a. In such a case would you except the use of liquors needed for medicinal, 
mechanical and sacramental purposes /—Yes, so far as mechanical and medicinal pur- 
poses are concerned ; but I think it could be done without for sacramental purposes. 

7687a. In case such a law were enacted, would you favour remuneration to brewers 
and distillers for the loss of their plant and machinery rendered useless /—They have . 
been already remunerated, most of them, at any rate. I would not favour any further | 
remuneration. } 

7688a. How have they been remunerated /—Simply from their own profits. 

7689a. That is in their business heretofore 1— Yes. 

7690a. You would not remunerate them for the loss?—No. 

7691la. Do you know any country in which such a law is in force as you desire to 
see for Canada !—No. 

7692a. We find that in the western part of Ontario a good many farmers are mak- 
ing wine from their own grapes for use in their own homesteads ; would you favour a 
law that would prevent that, and prevent the manufacture of cider for use in the people’s. 
own houses !—Well, I have no use for it. 

7693a. I asked if you would favour a law sufficiently strong and sweeping in its 
character to do away with that 1—I think I would. 

7694a. I am told you are a Salvation Army officer ?—Yes. 

7695a. What rank do you hold in the Salvation Army !—Sergeant-major. 

7696a. How long have you held that rank !—Three years in Berlin. 

7697a. Have you had any trouble in your Salvation Army barracks with intoxi- 
cated persons /—Yes. 

7698a. How did they come to be there ?—I suppose to create a little disturbance. 

7699a. They would come in for that purpose /—Yes. 

7700a. How did you deal with them ’—We dealt kindly with them as long as we 
had patience, and when patience ceased to be a virtue we had to take the law. 

7701la. You had to put them out anyway /—Yes. 

7702a. Your work is a good deal of rescue character !—Yes. 

7703a. You try to get hold of persons that are drunkards !—Yes. 

7704a. Or who have otherwise committed deeds that are contrary to good order, 
and to bring them to a better mode of living!/—Yes. 

7705a. ” Among those whom you have got hold of in that way and exercised a 
good influence upon them and effected a reformation, have you known many of them to 
fall away, owing to intemperate habits?— Yes. 

7706a. Is any part of your work in the way of relieving the poor !—Yes. 

7707a. Do you find much poverty in Berlin !—More than is generally supposed. 

7708a. Are you able to trace back the cause of that poverty /—Most of it through 
drink. 

7709a. You know that, as a result of your inquiries /—Yes. 

7710a. Where did you live before you came here ?—In Guelph. 

771la. Comparing Guelph with this place as to drunkenness, poverty and so on, 
which would make the more favourable showing !—I was in Guelph many years ago 
when it was buta small place. That was 32 years ago. 
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7712a. So you have nct lived in any town of late years which would compare with 
Berlin in population !—No. 

7713a. Is there any further statement you would like to make yourself /—There 
are people in this town who drink a great deal, and we are troubled with them very 
often on Sunday nights ; they are drunk, but perhaps some persons would not consider 
a man drunk unless he was lying down on the grass and holding on to it to keep from 
falling. These parties come into the barracks frequently. Last Sunday night we had 
no less than ten or twelve young men who were the worse of liquor. 

7714a. Do you think they came there for the purpose of disturbing you ?—They 
did not disturb us very much last Sunday, but they have come there the worse of liquor 
for the purpose of disturbing us. I may also mention that in going the rounds of this 
town with an officer we find a great deal of poverty in families, through the natural sup- 
porter having spent his earnings on liquor, and the children were at home without food. 
In some cases I have known where the bread has been taken out of the house and sold 
for liquor. That is not generally known. Most people do not go down as low as we 
do and find out these things. 

7715a. Were these young men punished who caused this disturbance last Sunday ? 
—There was no disturbance last Sunday night, they merely came there. 


H. WINTERHALT, of Berlin, on being sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


7716-7a. How long have you lived in Berlin!—Six years, next December. 

7718a. How long have you been constable !—Before I came here I was constable in 
the village of Hespeler. 

7719a. How do you find the character of this town for sobriety and geod order /— 
I find it all right. 

7720a. How large a police force have you here !—Only one, myself. 

7721a. Do you find you are able to keep good order in the town?—I have always 
tried to do so. 

7722a. Did you hear the evidence just given by the Salvation Army officer about 
the difficulties that occur occasionally at the barracks !—They do not happen very often, 
once in a while. 

7723a. Have you been there to quell disorder !/—Onee in a while. 

7724a. Have you found that the persons who were committing that disorder, were 
under the influence of intoxicating drinks !—The last time I was called in, there was 
only one person under the influence of intoxicating liquor. 

7725a. Have you much or little drunkenness in Berlin !—Not very much, for the 
population we have here. 

7726a. When you see a man on the streets under the influence of liquor, but going 
quietly towards home, do you interfere with him !—Not if he goes home quietly, but if 
he is not able to do so, I take him and put him in the lock-up, and keep him till he gets 
sober, and then let him go home. If he is disorderly, I take him before the Magistrate 
and fine him. 

7727a. Have you many cases of disorderly conduct through the year!—Not for a 
while back. 

7728a. Are many of them attributable to intoxication /—I have had only six since 
last January who were so intoxicated that I had to arrest them. You will find here 
and there a man who will get a little full, but he goes about his business. 

7729a.. Are the men whom you do find intoxicated outsiders who have come to 
town, or are they Berlin people generally /—Some of them are outsiders. 

7730a. Have you much poverty in Berlin, so far as your observation goes !—No, 
not much. We have a few families who need help, perhaps three or four, that is all we 
have, to my knowledge. 
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773la. Can you tell whether, in the case of those three or four families, their 
poverty is to be attributed to intoxicating drink /—There is one, but it is poor manage- 
ment among themselves. 

7732a. And the others /—There is only one I know of, a man who takes his glass, 
but is not to say a drunkard. He squanders everything he earns. 

7733a. Have you had any experience in the working of.a prohibitory law any- 
where !—I have not. 

7734a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law that would prevent 
the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for beverage purposes ?— 
That is a matter for the public to say, not for me as an officer. I would prefer not to 
express an opinion. 

7735a. A man who is locked up in the way you speak of, and then sobers off and 
you let him go, does he appear in your reports?—No. We had six such cases, and none 
of them appeared again—I mean six since the first January to the present time. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7736a. Do they appear in the record of arrests ?—No. 

7737a. Do you put down their names when you arrest them ?—Yes, those that are 
punished. Men that have taken a little too much, I take them and put them in to 
keep them off the street, and when they are sober we allow them to go home. 

7738a. Are their names put down as having been arrested ?—No, they are merely 
taken off the streets. There have been only six such cases since the first of January. 

7739a. How do you find the license law carried out here?—It is carried out cor- 
rectly, so far as I know. 

7740a. Is it your duty to look after it?—On Saturday night the bell rings at seven 
o'clock, and the bars are all closed up. On other nights the hotels close up at eleven 
o'clock and sometimes before. 

7741a. Is there a bell rung here that you call a curfew bell 1—Yes, nine o’clock, for 

the aa to go home. But ay there is a concert or a show, we leave them out longer. 
But other nights they have to go home at nine o’clock. 

7742a. Do you know of any other municipality where the arrests of persons intoxi- 
cated, are not made matters of record !—No, not that I know of. 

7743a. You see we cannot get accurate statistics of drinking and drunkenness in 
Berlin until we know how many people are locked up for safe keeping over night and 
discharged ?—There were only six from January up to now. Two of them were punished, 
and the others were put in to sober up. 

7744a. There would be no record of the arrests of the nee four, only of those who 
were punished /—No. 


JUDGE McDONALD :—As there is no other gentleman here who wishes to give 
evidence, I declare the sittings of the Commission closed. The Commission will meetin 
Guelph to-morrow morning at ten o’clock. 


The Commission adjourned. 
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Gurtpu, October 18, 1893. 


The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic met in the Town Hall this day at 
10.30 a.m. 


Present : 
Juper McDona tp, Mr. E. F. CLarke, Mr. G. A. GIGauLt. 


JUDGE McDONALD: The sitting of the Royal Commissionon the Liquor Trafic is 
now open for the dispatch of business. I have to explain that the Chairman, Sir Joseph 
Hickson, who has just returned from Europe, is not yet able to be with us. Rey. Dr. 
McLeod, of Fredericton, N.B., was obliged to leave us temporarily at Windsor. The 
subjects upon which we have been charged to obtain data, are as follows :— 

1. The effects of the liquor traffic upon all interests affected by it in Canada. 

2. The measures which have been adopted in this and other countries with a view 
to lessen, regulate or prohibit the traffic. 

3. The result of those measures in each case. 

4. The effect that the enactment of a prohibitory liquor law in Canada would have 
in respect to social conditions, agricultural business, the industrial and commercial inte- 
rests, and to the requirements of the municipalities, the Provinces and the Dominion ; 
and also as to its capability of efficient enforcement. 

5. All other information bearing on the question of prohibition. 

Her Majesty’s Commission was opened at Brockville on the 2nd October, for this 
Province ; consequently it is not necessary to read the letters-patent again. The usual 
rule is to commence by calling the Chief Magistrate of the town, and as His Worship 
the Mayor is present, I will call upon him. 


W. G. SMITH, Mayor of Guelph, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7745a. How long have you lived in Guelph ?—All my life. 

7746a. How long have you been Mayor of the city /—This year. 

7747a. What is the population of the city +—~About 10,000. 

7748a. Will you name some of the manufacturing industries of your city ’—Bell & 
Co., organs and pianos; Raymond, sewing machines; Armstrong, wagons and axles ; 
The Guelph Woollen Mill Co. ; and three companies engaged in the manufacture of car- 
pets, viz.: Burrows Bros., McArthur, Son & Co., and Armstrong & Co, Then there is 
James Goldie, flouring mill; Hillerton, oatmeal mills; Toten Bros., agricultural imple- 
ments ; T. Gowdie & Co., agricultural implements ; and a great many carriage manu- 
facturers. 

7749a. In addition to the men employed in these factories, have you a large number 
of factory hands living in the county ?—Yes, there is a large number. 

7750a. Are these men of different nationalities, or are they mostly Canadians !— 
Mostly Canadians, I should say. 

7751a. From your knowledge of other places, can you speak of Guelph as being a 
law-abiding and orderly town ?—I am not sufficiently acquainted with other places to 
make a comparison, I am familiar with the city of Guelph, having lived here all my life. 
I consider the community improving from year to year. 

7752a. The character of the population often has something to do with a city in 
that respect, particularly where there are many factory operatives employed. How do 
you find that class in Guelph ?—Well, without considering, I hardly know what to say. 
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7753a. You can say from your observations whether they are a well-behaved and 
industrious class of people !—My general impression is that they are fairly so. 

‘ 754a. Is this to any extent a large railroad centre ?—There are no railroad shops 
here. We have the Canadian Pacific and the Grand Trunk Railways, but Guelph can 
scarcely be considered a railroad centre. 

7755a. You have a Police Magistrate !— Yes. 

7756a. In this city we understand you are under the Provincial license law !—Yes. 

7757a. We have also been informed that at one time you had the Scott Act in 
force in the city of Guelph ?—Yes. 

7758a. How do you find the provisions of the license law carried out by those who 
are engaged in the traffic ?—Well, that is rather a broad question. 

7759a. There are provisions in the law requiring the closing upon week nights at. 
certain hours, on Saturday nights at seven o’clock, and over Sunday until a certain hour 
on Monday morning ; also that liquor shall not be sold to minors or to Indians. Speak- 
ing from general observation as a citizen, how do you find these regulations observed ?— 
I would say they are fairly well observed. You will find it a very difficult matter to 
get a strict observance of the law ; and when the liquor sellers are brought up, it is very 
difficult to get a conviction. 

7760a. Is there much drunkenness upon your streets !—Do you mean compared with 
former times ? 

7761a. Comparing the present period with former times, has there been an improve- 
ment !—In regard to drunkenness on the streets, my place of business is placed in the 
centre of the city ; and according to my observation, during the last ten years drunken- 
ness has been steadily decreasing from year to year. One reason why I state that is 
that previous to the vote upon the Scott Act, one of the advocates of the Scott Act made a. 
statement that he had gone round through certain places in town and found I do not. 
know how many men under the influence of liquor, but it was a very large number. 
That statement was contradicted by others, and for my own satisfaction at the time, one 
Sunday afternoon I counted, within half an hour, eleven men. passing my corner under 
the influence of liquor; and it would be a very difficult matter to count that number 
any day now. I have tried it frequently since as a test. 

7762a. To what do you attribute the change?—Moral sentiment. It is not so 
respectable now to drink. 

7763a, Have you observed during the last few years that there has been a growth 
of temperance sentiment and temperance habits in the community !—Yes, I think so. 
Owing to the efforts of temperance workers and advocates, the moral sentiment of the 
people seems to be rising in that respect, and it is not so respectable to drink. 

7764a. What was the effect of the Scott Act in the community as to producing 
sobriety and temperance /—As far as my observation went, during the time of the Scott 
Act there were not as many drunken men to be seen on the streets as formerly. Of 
course, whether there was as much street drinking, as some state, I do not know ; but I 
mean on-the streets where I hada chance of observing them. To my mind, during the 
three years the Scott Act was supposed to be in force, there was not as much drunken- 
ness on the streets by any means. 

7765a. Are you able to say whether during that time liquor was sold in the city ? 
I never saw it sold for drinking purposes. 

7766a. Did you notice whether there was a beneficial effect produced upon the 
business interests of the city when the Scott Act was in force !—That I could not say— 
at least it never occurred to me that the Scott Aet interfered with business. 

7767a. Do you mean neither one way nor the other !—Neither one way nor the other. 

7768a. Are you able to say whether the liquor traffic interferes with business 
either in one way or the other ?—My opinion of the license traffic is that if there was no 
liquor sold, people would have more money to purchase all the necessaries of life, and 
would be in a better and happier state. My opinion is that where a large amount of 
money is spent on liquor, in the way in which it is done, the merchants and manufac- 
turers are deprived of a certain proportion of it. 

7769a. Have you found in your own business that your interests are affected to any 


extent by the less purchasing power upon the part of the people, or by people who do 
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purchase, not paying for what they buy as well as they otherwise would?—Yes, and 
those who are in the habit of using liquor to excess are not so reliable as those who do 
not. 

7770a. Then your choice would be that all your customers should be total abstainers 4 
—Yes. I may say that while the Scott Act was in force I noticed that farmers left 
town for home very much earlier than they did before that time or since, because they 
found it impossible to indulge, so to speak. During the Scott Act I have seen passing 
my door fewer farmers driving home under the influence of liquor, than I saw before 
or since, 

7771a. Would the result of your observations be that the effect of the Act on the 
city was beneficial !—I think it restrained the drinking habits of the people. 

7772a. Do you know of any drawbacks connected with it ?—Well, there were a 
number of drunkards that I have heard spoken of. For instance, I have observed myself 
that when cases were brought up under the Scott Act for violation of the law, those who 
were in a position to know considered that the witnesses were not exactly telling the 
truth. That was their opinion. 

7773a. Did it appear that there was a greater amount of that state of things—I 
suppose we might almost call it perjury—in Scott Act cases than in other cases, relatively 
speaking !—I do not know that there is a greater amount, because to-day if there is a 
liquor case brought up under the license Act 

7774a. I mean, taking cases of other kinds apart from the liquor traffic, have you 
found there is as much perjury !—I have not given that matter much consideration. 

7775a. Were you yourself a supporter of the Act ?—I was a supporter of the Act. 
I was in the Council at the time it was put in force, and was Chairman of the Police 
Committee. 

7776a. Did you support the repeal, or oppose it ?—I did not do either I refrained 
from voting. 

7777a. From the record before us it appears that the Act was carried in the city 
of Guelph in 1885, by a majority of 168, and repealed in 1889 by a majority of 449. 
How do you account for the change in sentiment /—My opinion is that the temperance 
people never advocated the Scott Act, they did not believe in it, they only accepted it 
as a compromise ; and when they found there was a weakness in enforcing the Act, they 
gaye it up, just let it go, and took no stock in it. 

7778a. Your view is that it was beneficial ?—My view is that it restrained the 
-drink habits of the people toa certain extent. 

7779a. Under those circumstances, how can you account for the change of senti- 
ment in the supporters of the Act ?—A great many supported the Act because they 
thought it would be a good thing, who were not really temperance people. The impres- 
sion was that it was hard to get a conviction. There did not seem to be any desire to 
put the Act strictly into force, and a good many said, we might as well have license 
as have this state of things. 

7780a. How do you account for the lack of a desire to put the law into force ?— 
Want of sympathy with it. 

7781a. On the part of whom ?—By those who were charged with doing it. 

7782a. Were those Government officers !/—Yes, 

7783a. Police officials !—Yes. 

7784a. Was there any attempt made to overcome that difficulty ?—There was, but 
‘it was not heeded. 

7785a. Did you notice whether, after the Scott Act came into force, the tempe- 
rance societies relaxed the efforts they had previously been making on behalf of temper- 
ance !/—It never struck me so. 

7786a. We have been informed that in some communities, after the Scott Act was 
carried, it was supposed that the end was then attained, and, to use a common expres- 
sion, they laid upon their oars. How was it in this section ?—Some of them may have 
done that. 

7787a. The Act then was disappointing in its results to those who had carried itt 
—Yes, that is my opinion. 

7788a. Has any attempt been made since to carry it again /—No. 
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7789a. Did you have any experience of the effect of the Act in the County of Wel- 
lington outside Guelph !—I have no personal knowledge, except what I heard. 

7790a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole 
Dominion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes?—I do. If the Government would follow it up in the same way in 
which they follow up illicit distilling, make a thorough business of it, my opinion is that 
it would be a good thing for the country. 

779la. To which Government would you commit the carrying out of the law /— 
Whatever Government is responsible for it. 

7792a. Of course you know that what are called criminal laws are passed by the 
Dominion Government, but the enforcement of them is carried out by the Provincial 
authorities. Would you make an exception in the case of this law, and have the power 
that passed it also carry it out?—My opinion is that a prohibitory law would not be 
successful in the city of Guelph if the surrounding country was under license ; in the 
same way I think that if it was passed in one Province and not in all of them, it would 
not be successful. 

7793a. When the Dominion Parliament passes a criminal law, it is administered 
by the Provinces ; the sheriffs and all the officers are appointed, and the expenses of eri- 
minal justice are paid, by the Provinces. Now in case a prohibitory law were enacted 
by the Dominion, would you commit its enforcement to the Dominion authorities, or to 
the Provincial authorities in each Province !—I think both ought to be responsible. 

7794a. If such a law were enacted, would you except from its provision the manu- 
facture or importation of liquor for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes /—I 
would have it manufactured by the Government in the same way as they manufacture 
methylated spirits to-day, and hold them responsible for it. 

7795a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery ren- 
dered useless !—I would consider that they should have either a fair compensation, or a 
sufficient notice of the enactment of such a law. I do not think that it should be done 
abruptly without some consideration being shown them. 

7796a. Are you yourself engaged in mercantile business !—Yes. 

7797a. It is stated there is a revenue to the Dominion at the present time of six 
or seven million dollars from this traffic, several hundred thousand dollars to the Pro- 
vince, and various sums to the different municipalities. Have you considered how this 
revenue would be made up in case of the enactment of such a law as you speak of !—I 
take our corporation as an example. We were told that the loss of revenue to the corpo- 
ration from licenses would be tremendous, that we could not stand it. I think it is all 
nonsense. The decrease in wretchedness, poverty and misery throughout the country, 
and the increased power of the people to work and accumulate wealth, would more than 
make up the loss of revenue. 

7798a. I want to understand how the authorities are going to get at that wealth to 
make a revenue !—They would havea great deal less expense to meet in one way. When 
they are short of revenue now they simply increase the customs, or the tariff duties. 
When they are short of two or three millions, as they are sometimes, they put on higher 
duties. 

7799a. Do you know on what they have been generally in the habit of putting 
higher duties /—The tariff list is so long that I do not remember. 

7800a. I think the sugar duties were changed recently with the effect of decreasing 
the revenue from that source by about three millions, and we are told that a million 
and a half of that sum was made up by an additional tax upon liquor. Now, have you 
considered in case the liquor traffic was abolished, upon what other articles an increased 
tax should be imposed, or would you favour direct taxation /—I would sooner pay direct 
taxation. 

7801la. In order to have the law itself you would be satisfied to submit to direct 
taxation ?—Certainly. 

7802a. And the same with regard to Provincial and municipal revenues 1—Yes, 

W. G. SMITH. 
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7803a, You believe the paying power of the people would be so much larger that 
it would not be felt ?—I think in the course of two or three years it would not be felt 
at all. 


7804a. Do you know any country in which such a law as you favour, is in force? 
—I do not. 

7805a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself in regard to this 
question /—I take this ground, that I do not believe in licensing an evil and I believe 
that selling liquor for drinking purposes is an evil. I believe the Government should 
enact a prohibitory law for the prohibition of the manufacture, importation and sale of 
intoxicating drinks for beverage purposes ; and that whatever is used for mechanical or 
medicinal purposes, should be manufactured by the Government, and they held respon- 
sible for the sale of it. 

7806a. When the Scott Act was in force, the fines were turned over to the munici- 
palities for the purpose of enforcing the law !—A portion of them. 

7807a. Eventually the whole of them went to the municipalities by the Order in 
Council of the Dominion Government !—We only got a portion at one time. 

7808a. Do you know whether they were all used in this city for the purpose of 
enforcing the law, or did they go into the Town Treasury !—I could not say about that. 
That is a point I have not looked into at all. I know that at first there were a great 
many fines, and afterwards they fell off. But I always understood from what I gathered 
from the books, that a part of the fines went to the Government and a part to the city. 
I may be wrong in that respect. 

7809a. You think the Act was not carried out as well as the people expected it 
would be !—No. 
a, 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7810a. Why was it not carried out in Guelph ?—My own idea is that it is difficult 
to enforce prohibition in any locality where liquor is manufactured and sold in the sur- 
rounding localities. 

781la. I suppose the same argument would hold good regarding the Province ?—I 
think so. 

7812a. What about the long frontier we have? How would you prevent importa- 
tion 1—In the same way as you prevent the smuggling of goods across the border. 

7813a. Would you prohibit the importation of liquor for domestic purposes, for. 
private use, in the prohibitory law you wish to obtain?—Yes, I would make it strict 
throughout. ' 

7814a. You would not prevent any person from importing liquor for his own use 
and using it himself ?—Yes, that is what I mean by preventing importation. 

7815a. Would you prevent farmers from making cider from their own apples, or 
from making domestic wine from grapes grown by themselves !—I have not considered 
that subject at all. 

7816a. Would you prevent him from making beer or home brewed ale?—I have 
not thought about that at all. My idea is to prevent the sale of liquor throughout the 
country. 

7 1 Ta. But we would like to get your views regarding the importation for private 
use and the manufacture for private use ?—I suppose if a person wanted to brew for 
himself, he could do so. 

7818a. You would allow them to make it for themselves ; but you would not allow 
them to import it for domestic use !—That is a subject I have not considered. 

7819a. Would you allow them to make whisky for their own use !—No, I do not 
think I would. ; 

7820a. Where would you draw the line ?—I would draw the line at the manufacture 
of whisky. er 

7821a. You would not allow it to be manufactured !—No, I would have prohibition 
straight out. I do not believe in the liquor traffic at all; that is the plain English 
of it. 
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by Mr. Gigault: 


7822a. If a general prohibitory law did not produce better results than the Scott 
Act, would you favour its enactment ?—Yes. I have said that I did not believe in the 
Scott Act for the reason that I do not think it is a satisfactory solution of the question. 
I believe in prohibition pure and simple. 

7823a. But should a general prohibitory law not produce better results than the 
Scott Act ’—Yes, it should, certainly. 

7824a. And you favour the enactment of prohibition /—Yes. 

7825a. Even if it did not produce better results than the Scott Act 1—Yes, even if 
it did not. 

7826a. Even if it did not prevent drinking ?—I still affirm that I believe the Govern- 
ment that enacted a prohibitory law, should also put the machinery into force to carry 
it out, the same as they do with any other law, the laws against stealing, or murder, or 
defrauding the Government. 

7827a. But if, in spite of all the efforts of the Government, a general prohibitory 
law would not produce better results than the Scott Act has done here in Guelph, would 
you favour its enactment !—Yes, I believe it can be done; I do not believe there is any 
“if” about it. 

7828a. The friends of the Scott Act, contended that the Scott Act could be 
enforced !—Of course some did, and some did not. There was a divided opinion about 
it. Some Scott Act people thought it was a good thing and could be enforced, others 
did not think so. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7829a. Before it was enacted, was there a difference of opinion !—Oh, yes. 
7830a. Some people supported it then with much less hope than others /—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


783la. Is there a difference of opinion still regarding the Scott Act ?—Yes, I find 
some people favour it still, and some do not. 

7832a. But there has been no movement to have it submitted again ?—No, I do not 
_ think the majority of them would favour submitting it again, because they saw a lack 
of interest in enforcing it. It is not enforced in the same way as the law against theft 
or murder. 

7833a. How do you account for the non-enforcement of that law as vigorously as 
the law against stealing !—Want of sympathy. 

7834a. Would you put the taking of a glass of beer under the Scott Act in the 
same category as stealing a coat or a hat !—My own idea is that selling liquor is wrong. 
I am opposed to it straight, I have no hesitation in saying that. 

7835a. Was the Scott Act an educator during the time it was in force?—I have 
already said that during the Scott Act I believed the drink habits of the people were 
very much lessened. There was not the same amount of treating going on that I have 
seen. Where my place of business is I have an exceptionally good opportunity of see- 
ing the results of the liquor traffic. Yesterday afternoon I saw a man lying down drunk 
in front of one of the hotels, and I called the attention of a man beside me to the fact 
that the hotel-keeper’s sign had fallen down and was lying stretched on the sidewalk. I 
consider that the liquor traftic is debasing and demoralizing, and injurious, not .only to 
the man, but to the public at large ; and if this thing could be cleaned out of the coun- 
try so that it would not be used, it would promote happiness, peace and prosperity where 
there is now a great deal of misery. While I was chairman of the relief committee for 
two years I had an opportunity of knowing the circumstances of those who came for re- 
lief. I think if you were to consult the books of our relief officer for the last 15 years, 
you will find that 18 or 19 cases out of 20 that came for relief were persons who were in 
want either directly or indirectly through the use of liquor. We spent in relief nearly 
as much as we got in revenue from the licenses, not saying anything about the police 
court fines. 

W. G. Smrru. 
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by Judge McDonald : 


7836a. Is that the case at present ?—Yes. 

7837a, Take the Scott Act as it was and the license law as it is, which would you 
prefer !—I am opposed to license at all on principle. 

7838a. I mean in view of results 1—I would sooner have the Scott Act. 

7839a. I understood you to say that you voted for the Scott Act when it came into 
force, and that you did not vote at all on the question of repeal ?—Yes. 

7840a. Did many abstain from voting on the question of repeal who previously sup- 
ported the Act ?—I think so, a great many. 

7841a. If the state of things under the Scott Act was better than under the license 
law, how do you account for their abstaining to maintain it, and allowing it to be re- 
pealed !—In the hope that something would be done towards prohibition. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7842a. What is the effect upon the morals of the people of having a law on the 
Statute-book which is steadily and persistently violated for three years ?—Well, it is 
confined to a limited number. 

7843a. But I understand that the law was not very rigidly observed ?’—It was 
rigidly enforced at first, and observed by those who were in the business before, but after 
awhile they found that they could sell. 

7844a. What was the general effect of this relaxation in enforcement on the moral 
sentiment of the people /—It was not a good thing. 

7845a. Is the license law pretty well observed ?—Fairly well. 

7846a. Yet you believe that the condition under the Scott Act was better than the 
present /—Just because I do not believe in licensing. That is the principal ground I 
take. 

7847a. Would you favour the free sale of liquor under police regulations and re- 
strictions as to hours of closing, etc., rather than a license system /—No, I do not think 
I would. I prefer prohibition straight. 

7848a. In Charlottetown the people hold similar views to those which you enter- 
tain, and since the repeal of the Scott Act they have free sale of liquor under certain 
police regulations. You would not favour free sale !--No, I would not personally. 

7849a. Have you studied the effects of prohibitory laws upon the States of Kansas, 
Maine, Iowa and other communities where they have been in force for years?—I have 
not studied them, but I have read about them in the papers, and I think that a similar 
law would be a good thing for ourselves. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7850a. Did you find while the Act was in force that the officials to whom the duty, 
of enforcement was committed did their duty fairly well /—That is a very difficult ques- 
tion to answer. 

785la. Were complaints made to the Government in regard to those officials not 
doing their duty ’—There was at one time a representation made to the Government, 
but I never heard the result of it. 

7852a. Was any change made in the officials —No. 

7853a. Did you notice whether there was afterwards a more efficient enforcement 
of it ?—I cannot recollect just now from memory. 

7854a. Your own belief is that total prohibition for the whole Dominion is the only 
system that can effectually deal with the evil arising from the liquor traffic /—The only 
satisfactory system. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


7855a. Did you see any drunken people in Guelph while the Scott Act was in force ? 
—Yes, but not so many as I did before. 
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by Mr. Clarke : 
7856a. And since ?—I have already said that there seems: to be a decrease in the 
drinking habits for the last eight or ten years, we see less results of drinking, and by re- 
sults I mean seeing men walking past drunk. 


By Mr. Gigault : 
7857a. To what do you attribute the improvement ?—To a better moral sentiment. 


by Judge McDonald : 
7858a. I suppose the religious communities and temperance societies are doing 
their best /—The different denominations are much more in favour of temperance now 
than they were. The temperance sentiment and feeling in all the churches are increas- 
ing, so far as my observation goes, and I have hada good deal to do in that respect. 


By Mr. Clarke : 

7859a. Was the partial success of the Scott Act due in any degree to a lack of 
public sentiment in its favour /—There was a difficulty in getting convictions. 

7860a. And of course there was a difficulty, I suppose, because the sale was legal 
in other counties, and liquor was being manufactured here /—Those were difficulties. 

7861a. Would public sentiment have anything to do with the success of a prohi- 
bitory law ? Supposing that 60 per cent of the people were in favour, and 40 per cent 
against, would you think it possible under those conditions to enforce a prohibitory law ? 
—I would think so. I would like to see astrong sentiment behind me. My idea is. 
that the only way to get at a knowledge of the public sentiment is to take a vote of the 
people, give them a chance to say. 

7862a. Supposing that in some Provinces the vote was adverse, would you bring 
those Provinces under the operation of a prohibitory law !—The majority should rule. 

7863a. Within the Province ; but if a majority in any one Province was opposed to 
a prohibitory law, would you enforce it on the people of that Province !—Yes. I would 
make it a Dominion law, the same as we do now, in reference to the tariff and like 
questions, where the majority in the whole Dominion rule. 


\ 


JUDGE McDONALD. I have a letter from Mr. Buck, Medical Superintendent of 
the London asylum, acknowledging the receipt of a communication asking him to be 
here, and regretting that owing to his being engaged in a murder trial at St. Thomas, 
he is not able to attend. 


J. B. POWELL, Inspector of Inland Revenue, appeared and produced the follow- 
ing statement. (Appendix No. 2.) 


F. W. RANDALL, of Guelph, Chief of Police, on being duly sworn, deposed as 

follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 

7864a. Were you Chief of Police during the time the Scott Act was in force ?— 
Yes, and have held office since until the present time. I produce a statement showing 
the number of persons arrested for being drunk and disorderly, by the police in the city 
of Guelph, from the Ist of May, 1886, which was the first year of the Scott Act, to the 
lst of October, 1893 :— 


Year. Arrests. 
LEB OSC ei er ere Ser ete, GIES eter ha tet Vs ee es eyole eo Laeeee 93 
LSS t-s8.5 ieee che toys ee ae ire cate She i Soin oe ce ee 165 
LESS 8020 ohare Shcteta eel Re SRR Amoi Re irs AR pe rast 5k Sa eee 129 
1889-90 5.0 Mecathe Mare iee ob cat chaise,” Ocak ct «anu ee 
LEO 29 ben Ser Ce nisin ae eee a ec eS 7, Oe a i Ss 
T3892 Up bos ctoper spin 9p "4 pame wae oats t tee ted eee en 103 


W. G. SmirHu. 
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The last period is from May 1, 1892, to October 1, 1893. The Scott Act went out of 
force on May 1, 1889; and since then we have had the Crooks Act. 

7865a. Now, how do you account for the increase of arrests during the Scott Act 
period, from 93 in the first year to 165 in the second year, and 129 in the third year ? 
His Worship the Mayor has told us that during the Scott Act period there was less 
drunkenness visible upon the streets than there had been previously under the license 
law !—My opinion is that there was more drunkenness under the Scott Act, as these 
figures show. The police had more work to do, and more trouble, as the eating and 
drinking houses were open night and day. 

7866a. Was liquor sold in these places?—They had soft drinks, as they called 
them ; they gave different names to these soft drinks. They had lunches on the counter, 
such as pies, cold meats and biscuits, and people went into these places to have lunch 
at all hours of the night. Then they had soft drinks there, such as ginger beer and 
other mixed drinks that they said contained no liquor. During this time there was. no 
law to control or shut up these places, and they kept open at all hours of the night. 
People had free access into them as late as three or four o’clock in the morning, and even 
until six o’clock. 

7867a. Had you reason to believe that the liquors sold in these places were tem- 
perance beverages /—I went in and visited many of them, and tasted of the stuff they 
had there, but I could not say that it was intoxicating liquor, because it tasted like 
ginger beer. 

7868a. Then what injury was there in keeping these places open if they sold tem- 
perance beverages '—They were an inducement to people to go there and remain all 
night away from their homes. There used to be three or four in a gang going to one 


place, where they would remain an hour and then come out and remain on the streets 


until two or three o’clock in the morning. 

7869a. Is there any law now to prevent those things /—Yes. At that time they 
were able to make a living, but they cannot now. The licensed places now shut up at 
ten o'clock, when the people have to leave. The bars are closed, and these men have no 
other place to go to. 

7870a. But if these places were conducted on temperance principles and no intoxi- 
cating liquors could be obtained in them, the license law would not affect them when it 
came in, and why should they not continue at this night trade /—The hotels take their 

laces. 

‘ 7871la. But they are closed up at a certain hour now, and these other places you 
speak of at which temperance beverages and refreshments were sold, did this thriving 
business all night, and why should they not keep open now !—Because they cannot 
make a living. 

7872a. Why not ’—Because these people will not patronize them as they did during 
the time of the Scott Act. 

7873a. Had you reason to believe that in these places other than temperance beve- 
rages were sold /—Yes. 

7874a. Why ?—People were going in and out, which showed there must have been 
something to draw them there beside the free lunch. 

7875a. Did they ever show the effects of intoxicants upon them after they came 
out /—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7876a. As a matter of fact, they were selling strong liquor all the time, regular 
dives, kept open all night, and selling whisky and everything else?—They sold liquor 
in such a way that we found it very hard to reach them. We had some of them up and 
tried to convict them, but these parties went into the box and swore to deliberate false- 
hoods, or perjured themselves. It was a known fact. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7877a. Speaking from your experience, have you found there existed any great degree 
of perjury in cases under the Scott Act !—There is no doubt about it. It was my opi- 
nion and that of others that most respectable men went into the box and swore falsely. 
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that they did not know what they were drinking, and it was the general opinion that 
there was perjury committed: a 

7878a. Did you know whether persons who, in ordinary cases in courts of justice, 
would give evidence that could be relied upon, gave evidence of a different character in 
connection with the Scott Act cases!—Yes. It wasa thing foreign to Guelph, we never 
remarked that there was perjury committed here until the Scott Act came into torce. 
After that, it became a common thing for men to go into the box and state that they 
never took anything in these places. 

7879a. Did you ever have prosecutions under the License Act !/—Yes. ate 

7880a. How with regard to them ?—That custom is dying out in Guelph, and it is 
a rare thing now to find a man going into the box and making statements such as they 
made during the Scott Act. 

7881la. Did you find while the Scott Act was in force that it produced good results 
in the community /—No. 

7882a. In no way 1—At first it was thought by people generally that it could be 
enforced, and that was my opinion. The first week the Scott Act was in force I had three 
parties up, and they were fined $10 each. They had opened dives, and two of these 
men cleared out of the place. I thought myself that the act would be a success, but after- 
wards an opinion seemed to gain ground among the people that there were something 
wrong with the law, that it was not what they expected it to be. There wasa division ; 
people came to be evenly divided for and against it, and on that ground it was more dif- 
ficult to enforce the law. If a large majority of the people had been in favour of the 
Scott Act it would have been easier to enforce it, but where there was a stronger party 
against it, it was more difficult for the officers to enforce it. I think if all the people were 
in favour of the Scott Act, it would be easier to enforce, and perhaps we might have 
better results. 

7883a. Then from your experience you think the state of public sentiment has some- 
thing to do with the enforcement of a law ?—Certainly, the same as a criminal law. For 
instance, the people are in favour of putting down burglary, they give information to the 
authorities and help to trace the criminal. The officer would find it a very difficult matter 
to trace out criminals if they did not have the assistance of civilians. 

7884a. Do you find that in cases of burglary, larceny, and things that are crimes in 
themselves, there is some injured individual who puts the law in motion /—Yes. 

7885a. Did you find a lack of that in enforcing the Scott Act ?—I did, very much. 
In fact I have known from experience that those who voted for the Scott Act turned 
right round and -changed their minds altogether. They would not assist the officer in 
enforcing the Scott Act, but tried to obstruct them and keep them from getting convic- 
tions. 

7886a. Had you many cases of second and third offence under the Scott Act, and 
was there an increased penalty inflicted !—Yes, there were quite a few. 

7887a. Were many sent to jail?—Some, I could not say the exact number. 

7888a. Now as time went on did you notice whether the law became any more ef- 
fective, or did it become less so ?—It became more lax, until at the end it became partly 
a dead letter. 

7889a. Did you notice anything of its effects in the county outside Guelph !—Yes. 

7890a. How did you find it worked in the county ?—There were the same complaints 
in the county that we had here. The trouble was that you could step out of the county 
of Wellington into Crooks Act counties where liquor was sold under license. I think it 
is impossible to enforce a prohibitory law unless it is made universal all over Canada. 
Without a large majority of the people in favour of it, it is impossible for any officer, 
uo matter how many you may have, to enforce it thoroughly. 

7891la. Will it be sufficient to have a large majority in favour of it unless that 
large majority actively helps in carrying out the law ?—It can never be enforced unless 
they assist the officers. 

7892a. The mere fact of voting in favour of alaw would notmake it a success unless 
they worked for it afterwards !—They must turn in and assist the officer. 

F. W. Ranpa.t. 
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7893a. We find that the law was carried in Guelph by a majority of 168 and then 
it was repealed by a majority of 449. To what do you attribute the change of sentiment ? 
—The majority of the people thought that it would be a good thing for the city if the Scott 
Act became law, but after they saw how it worked and saw the resultof it, they turned com- 
pletely round. When they saw there was more drunkenness in Guelph during the time 
of the Scott Act than there was in any previous three years, they changed their opinion 
and did not vote at all on the question of repeal. I want to say here that drunkenness 
is becoming less each year ; there is a decided change for the better so far as Guelph is 
concerned. I do not think there are half a dozen habitual drunkards in Guelph. The 
churches and temperance societies are working in the matter and in a few years, I think, 
there will be very little drunkenness. 

7894a. In the County of Wellington I notice from the returns that the Scott Act 
was carried by a majority of 1,430; when it was repealed there was a majority of 1,360 
against it. To what do you attribute the revulsion of sentiment in the county !—I sup- 
pose to the same causes as in Guelph. 

7895a. Do you notice whether the prohibitory enactments of the license law are 
well carried out in this city, I mean the non-sale upon Saturday nights and Sundays. 
the non-sale to minors, Indians, &c. !—We have no great occasion to grumble about the 
hotel-keepers here. Taken altogether, they are doing fairly well. Drunkenness is very 
seldom seen on a Saturday night and Sunday. You may see occasionally one on the 
street on a Saturday night, but he gets hauled in or taken to his home. When they take 
too much they appear on the street, and they admit that they got liquor in the hotel. 
There is no doubt that hotel-keepers try to sell liquor during prohibited hours. It is 
sometimes difficult to catch them, but I think if the Crooks Act was strictly enforced, it 
is a good Act. 

7896a. What custom prevails in Guelph in arresting men for drunkenness !—If you 
find a man upon the streets under the influence of liquor, but going quietly home, is he 
interfered with !—Under the latest Act passed, if a man is quiet on the street, the police 
are not supposed to arrest him, but to see that he gets home. 

’ 7897a. Has it always been so since you were Chief of the force !—No, previous to 
that we always arrested a man when he was drunk on the streets, and locked him up. 
Since then we either see that he is sent home, or we put him into the cells until he is 
sober, and then allow him to go home. 

7898a. Would that change make any difference in these statistics /—No, because 
they have to appear before the Magistrate the next morning. 

7899a. Then these statistics are not affected by that new law’—No. We do not 
count men that are not brought before the Magistrate. 

7900a. But does this change in the law account for the fact of there being more 
arrests formerly than there are now ?—No, because a man who is incapable of going 
home, is taken before the Magistrate and fined, just as he always was. 

7901la. Have you noticed, in your experience as a police officer, whether any large 
amount of the crime committed by the persons charged, may be attributed to intem- 
perate habits on their part !—Of course we must attribute to liquor a majority of the 
crimes committed. 

7902a. Does that apply to cases of assault !—They generally arise from liquor. 

7903a. Petty larceny /—Yes. 

7904a. We are told that in some cases men become so addicted to drink that they 
will steal something and sell it in order to get liquor with the proceeds!/—That is my 
opinion. 

7905a. How is it in regard to the more serious crimes, such as burglary, forgery 
and arson !—Burglary cannot usually be attributed to liquor, because the most expert 
burglars do not drink, they are cool and collected. They know they are going on a 
serious mission, and they want to have all their wits about them. 

7906a. How in regard to arson and forgery !—They cannot be attributed usually to. 
liquor either, because a man who goes to burn a place down, if he is doing it from per- 
sonal motives, will not go while under the influence of liquor, although in some cases 
they do. In my experience, men who have committed arson have been men of some 
intelligence, and when they committed the crime we have found they were not ander tiv 
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influence of liquor, nor in fact were they given to liquor at all. A man who goes to set 
fire to a house will not get drunk, for he knows he might be caught. 

7907a. Do you find there prevails a system in many places of sending drunkards 
to jail for short terms when they are unable to pay a fine, and do you believe that sys. 
tem results in any benefit to the prisoner ?—Yes, because it will give him a chance to 
sober up. 

7908a. Does it reform him?—It may. 

7909a. Have you known of any cases /—Yes, where we have sent them for a week, 
it has produced good results. In the first place, they have been a whole week without 
getting liquor. Then they have had time to consider the matter and may give liquor up 
altogether. But if a man pays his fine he will get liquor again that same evening or the 
following day. 

7910a. Have you found any chronic cases in which people go through a great many 
of these committals?—No, not many. Sometimes the friends of a man will come to me 
and ask me to get the Magistrate to commit him to jail for a week to sober off; and 
when that man came out he would keep from liquor for six or twelve months. 

791la. It has been stated to us that in the case of chronic drunkards with whom it 
is, as it were, a procession between the bar, the police court and the jail, it would be 
well if they were committed for a longer term to some institution where they would be 
treated and made to work. Have you considered the advisability of a plan of that 
kind ?—It might work well in exceptional cases, but it would be rather hard on some 
men who are inclined to drink very freely. They work for a week or two and then go 
on a spree for two or three days ; but if that man was sent away, what would his wife 
and family do for maintenance? Ifa man had no care to provide for, it would be a 
different thing ; but if he has a wife and children, they would be sure to suffer if he was 
sent away for a long term. 

7912a. You have a great many factory operatives in Guelph ?—Yes. 

7913a. Are they law-abiding as a class!—A very orderly and sober people, take 
them altogether. I think Guelph will make a better showing with regard to the good 
conduct of our operatives than any other city or town in Canada. 

7914a. Do you find that the religious communions and the temperance societies are 
all at work producing beneficial results /—They are. 

7915a. Would you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the 
Dominion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquor as a 
beverage /—If it could be made universal over the whole Dominion, but not otherwise, 
after our experience with the Scott Act. 

7916a. Do you think the enactment of such a law for the Dominion would of itself 
be sufficient, or would you require after that the assistance on the part of the public of 
which you have spoken ?—I think it would be necessary to have a large majority in 
favour of the enforcement of the law ; but if there was a division, half for the prohibi- 
tory law and half against it, I am afraid we would have the same difficulty that we did 
with the Scott Act. 

7917a. Supposing that a prohibitory law were enacted for the whole Dominion, but 
that one or two Provinces were strongly against it, would you, from your experience as 
an officer, hope for the efficient enforcement of that law in those provinces ?—No. 

7918a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Dominion, 
would you deem it right that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for the loss 
of their plant and machinery rendered useless ?—Of course the law says now that they 
shall make their living in that way, it is their calling, and I think it would be hard to 
refuse them remuneration. When a hotel-keeper sells his premises he is allowed so much 
for the good-will of the house. 

7919a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you except from its provisions 
such liquor as might be needed for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes /— 
If you want to stop the sale of it altogether, you will have to prohibit drug stores from 
keeping it. That opinion is the result of my experience with the Scott ‘Act. 

By Mr. Clarke : 

7920a. I suppose you observe the same rule now in arresting drunkards as you 

did during the Scott Act ?—Yes. 
F. W. Ranpate. 
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7921a. What is the population of Guelph ?—About 11,000. 

7922a. How many police have you!—Three constables and myself. 

7923a. You spoke about Guelph comparing favourably with any other city or town 
in Canada. In Berlin we found a population of 8,000 with only one constable, and 
where the arrests for drunkenness have been only six since the first of January !—Berlin 
is a town and we are a city, that has to be taken into consideration. But you do not 
see many drunken men on the streets here, either night or day. As regards the arrests 
for drunkenness in Berlin, perhaps the officer does not take those in charge who are 
merely. under the influence of liquor. 


by Mr. Gigault: 


7924a. How many places were licensed to sell liquor in Guelph before the Scott 
Act came into force ?—I think there were 19 hotels, there are 16 now. 

7925a. How many places were selling liquor during the last year of the Scott Act? 
—TI think myself there were 24 or 25 places that were supposed to be selling some kind 
of liquor, or the soft stuff that they call temperance drinks. After the Crooks Act came 
into force there were six places that I had to raid and put down, where liquor was sold. 
I convicted them and closed them up. We have no place in Guelph where liquor is sold 
illegally, or any dives, as you call them. 

7926a. Under the Scott Act, were some of these dives houses of ill-fame ?—No, they 
did not go so far as that. 

7927a. How was it on Sundays under the Scott Act?—There was just as much 
‘drunkenness on Sunday as on any other day. 

7928a. Was there more drunkenness on Sunday under the Scott Act than under 
the Crooks Act?—Yes, rows on Sunday night and in the day time. On aSunday a 
larger number of people went in and out of these places than on a week day, because 
they were not working on Sunday. 

7929a. So Guelph is more orderly now on Sunday than it was under the Scott Act? 
—Yes. 

7930a. According to your statement, the number of arrests of drunkenness has 
-decreased under the Crooks Act!—Yes. 

793la, Has the population of Guelph increased since that time /—I think it is about 
the same. | 


by Judge McDonald : 


7932a, Did you raid these places during the time the Scott Act was in force /—Yes. 

7933a. With what measure of success?—In some cases I got a conviction; but 
where a number of witnesses would come into the box and swear that it was not intoxi- 
cating liquor, but ginger ale or soft drinks, of course the evidence was so strong that the 
Magistrate had to dismiss the cases. 

7934a. Did you honestly endeavour to carry out the provisions of that act /—Yes, 
I did my best at first, but I saw that the feeling was against it, so it became impossible 
to enforce the act. 

7935a. Do you think that the sentiment in the community should influence you in 
the discharge of your duties?—I think so. I always like to have the support of the 
public in the discharge of my duties. 

7936a. Supposing you had not their sympathy, would that interfere with your dis- 
charging your duty ’—It is more difficult then to enforce the law. 

7937a. But it would not prevent you from attempting to do your duty!—No, but 
it is more difficult to do it. There was one case where J had a brewer up for selling 
liquor, and I got the Mayor to bring the town solicitor to conduct the case, as I thought 
he could handle it better than I, but I failed to get a conviction on that occasion, because 
-parties went into the box and swore that they did not have liquor. 


By Mr. Gigault: 


7938a. How many places are licensed to sell liquor in this city?—Sixteen. 
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A. C. CHADWICK, of Guelph, Judge of the County Court of Wellington, on 
being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


by Judge McDonald : 
7939a. How long have you lived in the County of Wellington ?—Since 1871; but I 


lived here many years before that, and went to school here. 

7940a. Since 1871 have you resided all the time in Guelph !— Yes. 

7941a. In the discharge of your official duties are you called throughout the county 
at large !—I have been until the last year. 

7942a. Did you have any opportunity of observing the working of the Scott Act ? 
—Yes. 

7943a. How did you find it carried out /—Hardly carried out at all. 

7944a. Taking your own city of Guelph, how was it carried out ?—Very indiffer- 
ently ; there was a notorious free sale of liquor. 

7945a. How do you account for the change in the vote between the time it was 
carried and the time it was repealed ?—I think it was simply that the people refused to. 
have such a law, and they were anxious to get rid of it as quickly as possible. “ 

7946a. In going about through the towns and villages of this county, did you 
notice how it was carried out ’—It was not carried out except in one or two places. In 
one village I think it was pretty well carried out. 

7947a. Towhatdo you attribute this partial enforcement of the law ?—Nobody 
cares to prosecute or give information. They left it to the officials, and the officials did 
not care to take much trouble. The people did not assist them. 

7948a. The state of public sentiment then had something to do with the matter ? 
—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7949a. The vote in the county shows that the Act was carried by a majority of 
1,450, and it was repealed by a majority of 1,860. There seems to have been a very 
large majority in favour of the Act when it was adopted !—I think that a great many 
voted for it on the ground that although they did not favour the Act, they were willing 
to try it. 


By Judge McDonald: 


7950a. Did that class of people vote against it on the repeal ‘—I think so. 

795la. When there was such a large majority in favour of it in the first place, can 
you explain why the people who supported it did not back up the officials in the enforce- 
ment of it ?—I do not know of any particular reason. They simply did not feel, I sup- 
pose, that they were called upon to do it. 

7952a. Have you noticed, as a citizen of Guelph, whether the requirements of the 
license act are fairly well carried out /—I think they are very well carried out. 

7953a. Do you find this a sober community /—A decidedly sober community. 

7954a. As a citizen, do you see much drunkenness on the streets !—Very little. 

7955a. How did you find it in the other sections of the county where you visited ? 
—Not much, in some places a little more than others, but as a general thing, a very 
sober community. 

7956a, Have you seen the working of a prohibitory law anywhere else ?—I have 
s en the working of the Scott Act and the Dunkin Act. 

7957a. Where did you see the working of the Scott Act /—In all the surrounding 
counties where it was carried. 

7958a, How did you find itin the neighbouring counties !—Just the same as it was. 
here, it was not carried out. 

7959a. What is the effect, speaking as a jurist, upon the community of having a 
law upon the Statute-book which is violated !—It must have a decidedly bad effect upon 
the community. 
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7960a. Does it have any effect in the opinion that is entertained of other laws ?—It 
has a tendency to bring law into contempt. or instance, the people in Guelph had a 
contempt for the crime of perjury during the Scott Act. . 

796la. Do you favour the enactment of a law for the Dominion prohibiting the 
manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquor for beverage purposes ’—I do 
not. 

7962a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and ave Ony, 
rendered useless !—Most decidedly they should. 

7963a. Is there any statement you wish to make yourself on this subject !—Look- 
ing over my note-book for about eleven years I find some very interesting facts. It is 
often said that drinking tends to crime, and I was curious to see how far hat was true 
in the cases that came before me. But of somewhere about one hundred cases, I noticed 
two assault cases and one case of neglect to support a wife that had originated to some 
extent in the drink habits of the accused. There was one case of arson in which the 
evidence did not show that the man was intoxicated, but it was my impression that he 
was ina state verging upon deliriwm tremens, and not quite responsible for his actions. 
In one case of cattle-stealing the man offered as an excuse that he was drunk, but I did 
not believe it. There was one case where the person was not drunk, but he was anxious 
to get something, for he stole the liquor. These are the only cases I have noticed out 
of the total number, which could be attributed to intemperance directly or indirectly. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7964a. Was the Scott Act an educator ? Did the delegalization of the traffic make 
it disreputable? Did it help to educate people up to the idea of prohibition ?—I think 
not, but rather the contrary. People were in the habit of drinking as a regular bever- 
age mild liquors that are sold in all good hotels. The consequence of the Scott Act was 
that mild liquor could not be handled so freely, and the people got to drinking whisky. 

7965a. There has been no movement since the repeal of the Scott Act to have it 
re-enacted ?/—No. 

7966a. Speaking as a citizen, is the condition of things under license preferable to 
that which existed under the Scott Act ?—Decidedly better. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


7967a. Do you know if crime decreased or increased while the Scott Act was in 
force 1—I have not any statistics on that point. 

7968a. I mean ordinary crime, larceny and things of that sort ?—I have not taken 
any notes. Of course there were some cases of pecaule that arose from people resisting 
Scott Act officers. That sort of thing may have increased. 

7969a. You know not if the Scott Act had the effect of decreasing crime ?—I do 
not think it had any effect in decreasing crime; I should say, if anything, it would be 
the other way. ; 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7970a. Have you any saloon license here ?!—I do not think there is what you cal 
a saloon license. 

7971a. Would you favour giving a license to purely drinking places where there 
was no accommodation to the public in the way of beds and meals?—Only in large 
cities. 

7972a. Would you favour a policy of refusing licenses to have billiard tables in pla- 
ces where liquor is sold ?—I think they had better be separated. 

7973a. Regarding the treatment of habitual drunkards, does your present system 
of committing them for ten, twenty or thirty days, produce any beneficial results !—I 
have not had opportunities of observing. 


By Judge McDonald : 


7974a. Have you reason to believe that the officials attempted to enforce the Scot 
Act ?—I think some of them did, some of them did not as energetically as they might. 
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WILLIAM REYNOLDS, Treasurer of the County of Wellington, on being duly 
sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7975a. You were County Treasurer during the time the Scott Act was in force ?— 
Yes. 

7976a. Under an Order in Council of the Dominion Government, Scott Act fines 
were to be paid to the municipalities /—Yes. 

7977a. Under that Order in Council those fines, then, came to you from the Magis- 
trates /—Yes. 

7978a. Could you produce the statement of the receipts and disbursments for the 
years 1887, to 1890 inclusive !—I produce such a statement taken from my books. Ap- 
pendix No. 3. 

7979a. In the disbursments from the license fund, what items are included ?—I do 
not know. 

7980a. Do you include, for instance, the sum that the Provincial authorities required 
to be furnished by counties towards the expenses of the administration of the law ? 
—The Commissioners made up yearly what they required for enforcing the provisions of 
the Act, and the County Council ordered me to pay them. That is all I know about it. 

798la. Is the salary of the county Police Magistrate included ?—Yes. 

7982a. In 1887, $4,208.67 was disbursed !—This was paid by me into the license 
fund to be distributed by the Commissioners. They paid all the cost connected with 
prosec uting parties. 

7 983a. In this county did they make their estimate to include those sums ’—They 
made an estimate every year of what they would require. These sums were paid by me 
through an order of the County Council. The city of Guelph is separate. 

7984a. Are all these disbursments during those years for the enforcement of the 
Scott Act /-—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


7985a. Does it cost the county now anything for the administration of the license 
law ’—No, the county gets no revenue, the townships get it. I will explain the disburs- 
ments. In the year 1886 the Commissioners made a requisition on the County Council 
for $868.67 to enable them to carry out the provisions of the Act. The Council ordered 
me to pay that, and I know nothing further about the disbursement. 

7986a. Then in 1887 there was another requisition for $4,288.67, which the Council 
ordered me to pay. 

7987a. Are you able to say why they required more money in 1887 than in 1886 ? 
—1886 was the first year of the Scott Act, and they did not require as much money as 
in the next year. The year 1887 included twelve months. They did not know exactly 
what they would want. 

7988a. How can you account for the drop from $4,288 in that year to $2,400 the 
next year !—They took part of the previous year’samount. Altogether I paid $9,489.95 
directly into the license fund. 


WILLIAM REYNOLDS. 
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JOSEPH JAMIESON, of Guelph, County Judge, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


7989a. How long have you resided in Guelph 1—About a year and a half. 

7990a. The Scott Act had been repealed before you were there ?—Yes. 

7991a. I believe you previously resided in the County of Lanark ?—Yes. 

7992a. Was the Scott Act in force in Lanark when you resided there /—Yes. 
A 7993a. How did you find it carried out ’—Not as well as the temperance people 

esired. 

7994a. Were you a promoter of the Act yourself in the County of Lanark ’—I was. 

7995a. And took an interest in watching its operation, I suppose ?—Yes. 

7996a. To what do you attribute its not “having succeeded as well as the friends of 
the Act had hoped for !—Well, there was, as you are aware, a difficulty about the respon- 
sibility for the enforcement of it, for quite a while, and the officers charged with its 
enforcement were not, in some cases, in sympathy with the Act. The officer in the 
north riding of Lanark was in sympathy, but the officer in the south riding was not 
in sympathy ; so it was better enforced in the north riding than in the south riding. 

7997a. Did you find that its effect in the county asa whole was beneficial ?—I 
think so. 

7998a. More so in the north riding than in the south !—I think so. 

7999a. Do you think the better enforcement of it in the north riding brought 
about a better result !—I think so. 

8000a. Do you know whether representations were made to the authorities in 
reference to this official in the south riding of whom you have spoken ?—Yes. 

800la. Was there a change made?!—Not during the time the Act was in force. 
Subsequently there was a change. 

8002a. From your experience of the effect of the license law in the County of 
Lanark, and of the effect of the Scott Act while it was in force, which would you prefer ? 
a would certainly prefer the Scott Act with all its defects. 

8003a. Why ?—I think it lessens the consumption of liquor, and lessens the evils 
arising from such consumption. 

8004a. Had you reason to believe there was any illicit sale going on ’—To some 
extent ; I do not think that there was to any greater extent than under the license Act, 
possibly a little more. 

8005a. Did many individuals keep liquor in their houses who had not previously 
done so ?—Not to my knowledge. 

8006a. Were there any difficulties in the law itself, any weaknesses ?—Well, we 
thought so. At the request of the Dominion Alliance, I endeavoured to secure quite a 
number of amendments to the law. 

8007a. I believe you represented North Lanark in the House of Commons for a 
long time !—Yes. 

8008a. While you were there, were any amendments made to the law !—_Yes. 

8009a. Amendments that you asked for?—I have forgotten just now. I remember 
part of them were afterwards embodied in the Dominion Statute. 

8010a. They are now the law, practically /—Yes, but they came into force at a time 
when they were of very little use, because the law had been repealed in a large number 
of counties. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


801la. Are the temperance people peneealle aware that these amendments, which 
were thought at the time to be necessary to make the Act workable, are now on the 
Statute-book 1_—They are not all on the Statute-book. 

8012a. Do you know which of them are omitted /—We did not get them all through. 
We got the most of them through, but in the Senate we suffered defeat on a good 
many ; there was an amendment made in the Senate which to some extent impaired the 


usefulness of the measure. 
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8013a. From your long experience, would you suggest to us what amendments are 
necessary to the law as it stands now, to make it workable and efficient /—I never was 
favourable personally to the Scott Act. The temperance people were not responsible for 
the Scott Act. They asked for general prohibition, and they got partial prohibition. I 
do not consider the Scott Act a fair test, and never did. / 


By Judge McDonald : 


8014a. I see the majority in the County of Lanark was 406 when the Act was 
passed, and when it was repealed the majority against it was 771. DoI understand that 
you attribute that change to disappointment on the part of the people as to the results 
of the Act ?—Yes, to some extent. I do not recollect the figures myself, but I think a 
larger number of people abstained from voting on the repeal than did on the Act. 

80 15a. Did you find that there were people who did not approve of the Act when 
it was submitted at first, but who thought they would give it a trial, and who, after the 
trial, came out and opposed it at the next election ’—I think there were a few. 

8016a. Did you find again there were some people who supported it upon the first 
occasion, and who either abstained from voting on the second occasion, or voted 
against it 7—A large number abstained, I think. 

8017a. And these things account for the change in the figures !—Personally I was 
not satisfied with the repeal, I voted against the repeal myself. 

8018a. You voted in favour of its enactment, and voted against the repeal ?— Yes. 

8019a. Did you do that as a matter of principle ’—Well, partly so, and partly 
because I thought at all events it did some good. 

8020a. Are you opposed to a license law upon principle !—Yes. 

8021-2a. You consider it is wrong to license the traffic ?—I do. 

8023a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, 
preventing the manufacture, importation and sale of liquor for beverage purposes !— 
I would. 

8024a. In case such a law were enacted, would you except from its provisions the 
use of liquor for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes ?—Yes. 

8025a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery rendered 
useless !—I would consider that, in order to secure prohibition. I think it would pay in 
the enforcement of the law, as it would remove a large moneyed and aggressive interest, 
and would give more permanence to the law. 

8026a. When you were in Parliament and dealing with this question, did you con- 
sider how, in case of the enactment of such a law, the revenue which would be lost to 
the Dominion, the Provinces and the municipalities, would be made up t—Yes, I have 
given some thought to that subject. My conclusion is this: that the loss would be only 
temporary, and that the increased consumption of dutiable goods would, to a very large 
extent, repair the loss in a very short time, and equilibrium would be restored between 
the two. 

8027a. In case it were not, would you, for the purpose of obtaining the enactment 
of this law, be willing to have direct taxation ?—Yes. 

8028a. Do you believe that the ability of the people to pay taxes would be increased 
by such a law?—I think so. I had occasion to look into the question in this way : 
During the height of Father Mathew’s campaign in Ireland, when I believe nearly two 
million people were pledged to total abstinence, and the consumption of liquor decreased | 
very largely ; the general revenue of the country largely increased. 

8029a. And that without any direct imposition of an increased duty ?—Yes. 

8030a. Have you noticed in your experience while practicing at the Bar or since 
you ascended the Bench, whether any large amount of crime is to be traced directly or 
indirectly to intemperate habits on the part of the people ?—My career on the Bench is 
comparatively short,—only two years—but I was at the Bar for nearly twenty-nine years, 
and my judgment is that the beer traffic is largely productive of crime. 

8031la. In the County of Lanark, you lived at Almonte, I believe ?—Yes. 

8032a. What would be the population of Almonte /—Something over 3,000. 

JOSEPH JAMIESON. 
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8033a. Are there large manufacturing industries carried on there ?—Yes. 

8034a. Anda good many factory operatives /—Yes, a large number. 

8035a. What were the habits of these people generally as to sobriety ’—As a rule, 
they were fairly sober. 

8036a. Did you notice, as a member of that community, whether any amount of 
distress or suffering was caused through indulgence in intoxicating drink !—I think so. 

8037a. Is there any statement you would like to make to the Commission in addi- 
tion to what you have said?—I observe that you are endeavouring to make the Scott 
Act, or the condition of affairs under the Scott Act, a test. Now, I think that is scarcely 
fair. Ido not think the Scott Act was ever a fair test. Very few people favoured the 
Scott Act except as a partial measure, and it was only a partial measure. I think the 
effect of a general law would be much more beneficial, where the importation and the 
manufacture as well as the sale, are prohibited. 

8038a. Did you vote for the appointment of a Commission to inquire into the 
results of the liquor traffic ?—No, I voted against it. It was moved in amendment to a 
motion submitted by me to the House. 

8039a. As a Commission we are enjoined to inquire into the operation of the Scott 
Act 1—I do not blame the Commission. 

8040a. We have to inquire into the effects of prohibition in any form, whether 
under the Dunkin Act or the Scott Act or otherwise. Now, can you point us, as a 
result of your study of this subject and your interest in it, toany country in which there 
exists such a prohibitory law as you desire to have passed in Canada ‘?—No, I am not 
aware that I can; but I cannot see that that would be an objection to passing the law. 

804la. You have spoken of our taking evidence on the Scott Act. Can you send 
us to any country where we can inquire into the effects of such a law as you wish to 
have ?—I do not think I can. 

8042a. Now, don’t you see the necessity that exists for us to inquire into such pro- 
hibitory systems as have existed !—Certainly, and I am not objecting to your doing that ; 
but I am simply saying that I think the Scott Act is not a fair test. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8043a. How are we to make a report upon the matters that have been referred to 
us, unless we inquire very closely as to the effect of the operation of the Scott Act in 
this and other Provinces ?—I am not objecting to your doing that, but I am simply 
stating that I think it is aot fair to make the operation of the Scott Act a test of general 
prohibition. 

8044a. If we are to make an inquiry into the operation of general prohibition in 
the North-west Territories, Maine and other prohibitory States /—You have not got pro- 
hibition in the North-west Territories at all, though it was intended to be so. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8045a. We have been told in some cases where we have been that the Scott Act 
increased the assessed value of the property of a county, that in one town it led to every 
house being occupied except the county jail, that drunkenness was virtually banished 
from the county, and soon. Have you had any experience of that kind in the working 
of the Scott Act ?—No. I do not take any stock in those extreme statements. 

8046a. You saw no such results !—I do not suppose any law could possibly bring 
about such a result as that. 

8047a. When you read the evidence taken before the Commission you will find 
statements as strong as that concerning particular localities ; but you saw no such 
localities ?—I do not know of any such locality myself. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8048a. Then again, we are endeavouring to ascertain why the Scott Act was repealed 
in the Province of Ontario, and why it was largely continued in force in the Maritime 
Provinces ’—Possibly the public sentiment is stronger down there than it is here, I think 
it is. 
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8049a. Would public sentiment have anything to do with the efficacy or want of 
efficacy of the Act, here or elsewhere !—Certainly. A law that is backed up by public 
sentiment must certainly be more effective than one which is passed contrary to public 
sentiment, or not supported by a majority of public sentiment. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8050a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law such as you desire, would you 
prevent individuals from bringing liquor into the country to use in their own homes !— 
I see no reason why we should not. I do not think it is necessary for a man when he 
is well. If he is sick, there is a provision made that he can get it as a medicine. 

805la. Then you would prevent that ?—I think so. I think the individual interests 
must give way to the public interests. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8052a. Take the case of a person who uses liquor in strict moderation ; would you 
interfere with his procuring and using it in moderation !—If the general good was to be 
served, I would. But I am not fanatical on this question, I am not extreme. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8053a. Do you know any country where that state of things exists /—I do not, but 
I should risk making Canada a pioneer. 

8054a. We find that in the western part of this Province there is a large industry 
springing up, of making what is called native wine, and we find farmers in that section 
making from the grapes which they raise, wine to use in their own homes, just as the 
farmers make cider in other parts. Now, would you make a law that would prevent the 
making of cider and the making of this native wine by the farmers!—Well, I suppose 
the native wine is a fermented wine. 

8055a. It becomes fermented /—I have not considered that question, but if it were 
intoxicating wine, I think I would put it under the ban just the same as any other. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


8056a. And how about cider and beer ?—I think cider is regarded as intoxicating, 
although of a very mild character. 

8057a. Still, I suppose even mild cider and wine can be used to such an extent as 
to become mischievous 7— Yes. 

8058a. Have you considered to what authority you would commit the enforcement 
of such a law ?—I think it would be advisable that the authority which passed the law 
should be charged with its enforcement, and the proper machinery should be provided. 

8059a. This is a matter to which you have givena great deal of thought and 
consideration /—-Yes. 

8060a. And the result of that is that you would commit the enforcement of the law 
to the power that enacted it ?—When I was in the House of Commons, and engaged 
with others in promoting prohibition, we omitted that point from the prohibition motion 
which we presented to the House. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


806la. Do we understand you to say that the temperance people never accepted 
the Scott Act ?—I think not. Of course, there is this further statement I would like to 
make. I do not think it was ever considered that the Scott Act was to be a permanent 
measure. I think it was accepted largely for the purpose of sounding public sentiment 
upon the prohibition question. 

8062a. Was the object to see how partial prohibition would work, by the adoption 
of the Scott Act !—I do not think it was looked upon in that way. The temperance 
people wanted more, and they were told that they ought to test the Scott Act before 
they could reasonably come to Parliament and ask for genera! prohibition. In answer 
to that, the temperance people voted for the Scott Act, which was the very best measure 
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they had at their disposal ; and in my judgment they did it largely for the purpose of 
testing public sentiment upon the prohibition question. I know I supported it largely 
upon that ground. 

8063a. Is the vote that was given in favour of the Scott Act several years ago 
when it was brought into operation, or the vote which repealed it, that which should 
be taken as a test of public sentiment /—Well, possibly a test of public sentiment on the 
Scott Act was not a test of public sentiment on general prohibition. 


By Judge McDonald: 


8064a. Have you noticed the point suggested by Commissioner Clarke, that in the 
Maritime Provinces they continue to support the Act. Now, if a vote upon the Scott 
Act is an evidence of public sentiment, the people of the lower Provinces keep that evi- 
dence continually before the country, whereas in Ontario they reverse the vote !—There 
is a strong temperance sentiment in the Maritime Provinces, and they are supporting it 
probably as the best measure they have got. 

8065a. You think there is a greater degree of temperance sentiment there than 
there is here ?—I think possibly there is ; and I understand that in Nova Scotia they 
have a license law far in advance of anything we have in the west. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8066a. Still in some places in Nova Scotia the prohibitory clauses of the license law 
are in force, but in many places the Scott Actis in force !—I suppose that people support 
it largely on the principle that it is the best measure they have. 

8067a. Have you thought of the principle of abolishing licenses altogether, and 
having free sale of liquor under police regulation and restrictions !—No. 

8068a. That plan does away with the partnership that exists now between the 
community and the traffic, between the municipalities and the vendor. They give no 
license, but they regulate the right of sale, and they permit selling to go on under all 
the restrictions and regulations of the license law ’—I think, of course, if you removed 
the pecuniary interests, you would satisfy the public conscience. 

8069a. Would that be a step in the direction of reform ?—I think it would, as a 
partial measure. I think possibly we might get prohibition by taking one step after 
another. 

8070. Is not there this difficulty: that as long as the trade is licensed and the 
municipality derives a revenue from it, there will be found some people who will object 
to relinquishing that source of revenue !—Yes, there are. While there is a revenue 
derived from the traffic, there will be a class of people who will favour it because it 
relieves them to some extent from paying taxes, and gives them an interest in supporting 
a license law. I know some people who voted for the repeal of the Scott Act simply 
because the city was deprived of the license fees. 

807la. We notice, too, that there has been great laxity in some municipalities pro- 
viding funds for the enforcement of the Act. They carry it by overwhelming majorities 
and they do not provide any money to enforce it. They allow it to become a dead 
letter !—No doubt about that. That is one of the first troubles we had in the enforce- 
ment of the law. 

8072. Would it be constitutional to secure amendments compelling the municipal- 
ities to pay the expenses of enforcing the law !—I think that was not a matter under 
the control of the Dominion Parliament. 

8073a. There is a difficulty there, we have been thinking of that aspect of the case ? 
—There was legislation by the Ontario Legislature in that direction, but it was some 
time after, and things got into a somewhat demoralized condition, so far as the enforce- 
ment of the law was concérned, before that legislation was enacted. 

8074a. In the Maritime Provinces the Provincial Governments fixed the salaries so 
as to let the people know what the cost of enforcement would be, as near as possible ; yet 
even there we find a disposition not to appoint Inspectors, and not to enforce the law 
vigorously, for which, however, the people voted almost unanimously !—There was a 
large majority of sentiment undoubtedly in its favour. 


488 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


8075a. But they seemed to have allowed it to become practically a dead letter. In 
Ontario we can understand that when it became a dead letter, the people repealed it. 
That is the reason why we are inquiring into the causes which led to repeal here, and 
why they permitted it to remain on the Statute-book in the lower Provinces /—The whole 
question is surrounded by a good deal of difficulty. 


Ven. ALEXANDER DIXON, of Guelph, Archdeacon of the Diocese of Niagara, 
on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


8076a. How long have you resided in Guelph ?— Between seventeen and eighteen 
ears. 

8077a. You had an opportunity of observing the working of the Scott Act in 
Guelph !—Yes. 

8078a. What did you find to be the result of the passing of that Act ?—I saw a 
great many more drunken persons about the streets than ever I saw prior to its enact- 
ment, or since. I found also that the spy system connected with it created a great deal 
of ill-feeling among the people generally. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8079a. What do you mean by the spy system !—Sending persons to purchase liquor 
under false pretences as if for sick people, and the like of that. 

8080a. Sending people to secure violations of the law in order to detect and punish 
the liquor sellers !—Yes. 


By Judge McDonald : 


808la. Comparing the results under the Scott Act with those under the License 
Act, which Act is preferable ?—My impression is that the License Act is preferable. 

8082a. Speaking as a clergyman, do you find among the people whom you visit 
pastorally, that there is any amount of distress and sorrow caused by intemperance !— 
Most decidedly there is. I have not many cases under my immediate care and super- 
vision, but there are some cases where very bad effects arise from the drunkenness of one 
or more members of the family. 

8083a. Did you find that these difficulties and this distress were lessened or 
removed when the Scott Act was in force ?—No, I scarcely found any difference. 

8084a. Have you noticed since you have been here that there has been a growing 
temperance sentiment and better temperance habits in the community !—-I think there 
is a decided improvement in that way. 

8085a. Do you find that the influence of the different religious bodies and of the 
temperance societies is producing good results !—A good result. The moral and religious 
forces that are brought to bear upon the people are producing good fruit. 

8086a. Would you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the 
Dominion, preventing the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes !—No, decidedly not. 

8087a. Do the rules of the Church of England require that the wine used in Holy 
Communion, should be fermented?—We do not believe that there is any wine in 
existence that is not fermented. 

8088a. If it is not fermented you do not call it wine ?—We do not call it wine at 
all, and do not use it. It is fermented wine that is required to be used. 

8089a. Then any enactment that would prevent wine being manufactured or 
imported for sacramental purposes, would interfere with the religious convictions of the 
church which you are a clergyman ?—We would consider it an outrage upon us to enforce 
any such law. 
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8090a. In case of the enactment of such a prohibitory law, would you deem it right 
that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their machinery and plant 
rendered useless /—Most decidedly. It is an expropriation, and certainly it would not 
be just to take away their property without remuneration. 

8091la. Is there any other statement you yourself would like to make upon this 
question /—I think in cases of habitual drunkenness, it is very desirable to have some 
law that would so deal with the offenders as to give them a chance of recovery. 

8092a. You would treat it as a disease !—Yes. 

8093a. Do you believe that a short term of imprisonment produces permanent 
reformation in men who are frequently arrested for drunkenness ?—No, I do not see that 
it produces much good results. 

8094a. In case that either the licensed hotel, or what is commonly called the saloon, 
were to be done away with, which’ would it be better to retain !— Well, I think it would 
be better to do away with the saloon, because I think hotels are more likely to be under 
proper supervision than saloons. There are so many kinds of drinking places, called 
saloons, that it would be hard to keep them in order. 

8095a. Had you reason to believe that the sale of liquor was going on in many 
places in Guelph while the Scott Act was in force ?—I have very little doubt it was. 


By Myr. Clarke : 


8096a. Did you consider that the Scott Act was an educator ?—So far as my 
experience went, I thought it was a demoralizer instead of an educator. 

8097a. It is claimed that the discussions which took place prior to the vote on the 
Scott Act promoted an interest in temperance, and that the operation of the Act, even 
though it was only partially successful, also had an educative influence, and that by 
rendering the trattic illegal, it caused people to look upon it with aversion and horror, 
and promoted the general good in that way. What is your opinion?—I never saw any 
such results. 

8098a. Have you had opportunities of conversing with the clergy in this diocese as 
to the operation of the Act, beyond this city and county ?—Yes, I have heard the most 
deplorable stories, from Milton especially. 

8099a. We were told that in the County of Halton the Scott Act worked benefici- 
ally, that there was an increase in the assessed value of the property, that it was impos- 
sible to get liquor, and that there was a decided improvement in business evenin Milton 
which you have just mentioned ?—I have heard from parties living there quite a different 
story. 

"31000. The statement was made that every building was occupied except the jail, 
so beneficial were the effects of the Scott Act. The clergymen with whom you have 
come in contact, tell a different story, I understand ?—A different story. They say that 
great facilities were offered to farmers and others coming into market, to procure liquor. 

810la. Can you offer any explanation why the Scott Act was repealed in Halton 
if these substantial benefits that are claimed for it, did really follow in its train ?—I am 
under the impression that it was repealed because the people saw its worthlessness in 
carrying out the object in view—so I was informed by those with whom J came in con- 
tact and who resided there. 


By Mr. Gigault: 
8102a. Do you think the moderate use of wine is a sin?’—Certainly not. In the 


Scriptures we are told not to be drunk with wine, drunkenness is forbidden ; but I think 
the temperate use of it is not. That is my impression. 

8103a. Do you think that Guelph was more orderly on Sundays during the Scott 
Act period than under a license system ?—Guelph is a very orderly place on Sunday, 
but I think it was less so during that time. 
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THOMAS W. SAUNDERS, of Guelph, Police Magistrate, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows : 


By Judge McDonald : 


8104a. How long have you resided in Guelph ?—I am a native of Guelph. 

8105a. How long have you been Police Magistrate ?—Twenty-six years. I am also 
a barrister-at-law. 

8106a. Were you Police Magistrate during the Scott Act regime !/—Yes, 

8107a. Had you a commission for the county at that time?—No, but I was a Ma- 
gistrate, ea-officio. 

8108a. We have found in one county that the Police Magistrate had a county com- 
mission !— We had County Police Magistrates also in this county, two of them, for the 
Scott Act especially. 

8109a. Speaking first of the license law as it now exists, how do you find its pro- 
visions lived up to by the men in the trade ?—Fairly well. 

8110a. Have you many cases before you for infringement of the law ?—Not 
many. 

8llla. Taking your experience as a Police Magistrate and as a citizen, what is the 
character of this city for sobriety and good order /—Very excellent. 

8112a. From a statement handed in by the Chief of Police Randall, we find that 
during the three years that the Scott Act was in operation, the arrests for being drunk 
and disorderly were respectively 93, 165 and 129; that during the three succeding 
years the arrests numbered respectively 77, 65 and 74; while from the lst of May, 1892, 
up to the first day of this present month, there were 103 arrests. Can you account for 
the difference in these figures during the Scott Act period and since ?—I think that the 
public tone of the people is being elevated, the people are improving. There is not that 
bluntness of perception of what is due from a man to himself and to society, that I have 
seen existing here in previous years. 

8113a. You think there has been an improvement all along the line ?—I think so. 

81l4a. Did you find that the Scott Act was productive of beneficial results /—I 
cannot say so. 

8l1l5a. Why not !—There was a feeling of very great opposition to the Scott Act 
here, people felt that it was an intrusion upon their vested rights, as it were, and some- 
thing that they should not submit to. Though there may not have been so much 
drunkenness apparent in the public streets during the existence of the Scott Act, I am 
satisfied it was not owing to that law. 

8116a. Had you many cases tried before you under the Scott Act!—A_ great 
many. 

81l7a. In the cases that were tried before you, were there many convictions ? 
—There were a great many cases in which I did not convict, I cannot say what the pro- 
portion was. I may say to you here that I was one of those Police Magistrates who in- 
curred the great disfavour of the temperance party, and I think most unjustly, because 
there is no man living who has a greater horror of drunkenness than I have, and no man 
who desires to see the law enforced more earnestly than I do. But I concede that I 
had a duty to discharge to society, and to myself, and to my office. I felt that I should 
be guided by legal principles regulating the conduct of a Magistrate upon the Bench, as 
to the kind of evidence upon which I should convict accused persons ; and I hold that 
the evidence in many cases produced before me was evidence upon which no man should 
be convicted. I may give you an instance. Worthless tramps who were run into the 
cells Here at night have been paid money to go out into the town and induce people to 
break the law, who had no intention of breaking it, for the purpose of testifying against 
them. I set my face strongly against that, so much so that a strong petition was pre- 
sented to the Government to dismiss me fr om office, and most strenuous and i improper 
efforts were made to get me turned out of office. 

8118a. Did you honestly endeavour to carry out the enforcement of the law as an 
official ?—I did ; and wherever a case was proved before me on what I considered rea- 
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sonable and proper evidence, I always convicted. Time and again I have declared pub- 
licly from the Bench to the people “ here we have this law, aud, as good citizens, it is 
our duty to obey it; and whenever a man is proved before me to have broken the law, 
he shall suffer the consequence.” That is the course of conduct I followed, and those 
who disobeyed the law always did suffer. 

8119a. Have you reason to believe that the chief and other officers of your force, 
tried to enforce the law ?’—I think so. We have an Inspector here; a very efficient and 
excellent man, who, I believe, tried to do his duty conscientiously. 

8120a. Now, with you doing your duty, and the police doing their duty, and the 
Inspector doing his duty, did you succeed in making this law a success !—No. 

812la. Why not ?—Well, it seemed to me to be utterly disregarded. You could 
go into those places that had previously been selling under a license and you would find 
everything in order, still the traffic in liquor was going on there in such a way that it 
was difficult for the force to detect offences. 

8122a. Did any new places start up that had not been previously licensed ?—Yes. 
I think I am safe in saying that several people were convicted of selling in places where 
liquor had not been sold before. 

81223a. Did you have reason to believe that perjury existed to any extent in the 
prosecutions which came before you ?—To a very considerable extent, I would say. 

8123a. To any greater extent than in cases you have to try for alleged breaches of 
the license law ’—Yes. 

8124a. To what do you attribute that !—There was a sort of feeling abroad that 
this was such an outrageous enactment that the end they had in view of defeating this 
law, justified the means that were resorted to. I have heard people say “I do not feel 
that I am committing a crime in committing perjury to defeat that Scott Act.” 

8125a. From your experience with public sentiment, do you believe it has anything 
to do with a law being successfully enforced ?—I think so, undoubtedly. 

8126a. Speaking now as a barrister, and also as a Police Magistrate, what is the 
effect upon the public mind and upon the public conscience, of having a law upon the 
Statute-book which is not carried out, or only carried out as the Scott Act was ?—I 
think if we have a law on the Statute-book that is openly broken and disregarded, the 
effect on the public mind is demoralizing. 

8127a. Has it any effect upon the public mind as to their opinion of other laws, 
and the necessity of not obeving them ?—Well, I have always observed this contrast— 
the Crooks Act was an excellent Act and people thought it ought to be enforced and 
obeyed, but they seem to think that there was no necessity for obeying the Scott Act. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8128a. And that in face of the fact that the people themselves had been instru- 
mental in putting it into operation. Is not that an extraordinary state of things ?—It 
is, no doubt. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8129a. You say that a petition was sent in complaining of you. Did that petition 
come from those who had been favourable to the passing of the law ?—It came from 
certain individuals here who, I understand, were prominently connected with the endea- 
vour to enforce the law, well known prohibitionists, if I may call them so; I cannot 
say temperance men, because I am a temperance man myself, strictly so. 

8130a. Did you find these people were aiding you in trying to enforce the law, 
strengthening your hands?—I cannot say that by any act of theirs my hands were 
strengthened. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


$13la. Who were these people who employed toughs and blackguards to go and 
get people to break the law ?—-I will answer that in this way: The first instance I had, 
and I think it was the first case that was brought before me under the Scott Act, the 
witness brought into the box was a man that I understood had been in the lock-up as a 


492 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


tramp all the night before. When I found that I left the Bench and went into the 
Police Magistrate’s room. I called in the Chief Constable and said to him, ‘“ Are these 
the witnesses you are using to enforce the law?’ He answered me, “ Money was given 
me to pay these men to go out and get liquor, and then tu turn round and give evidence.” 
I said, ‘“‘ Now, you will understand, Mr. Chief Constable, that this is a thing I will not 
tolerate as Police Magistrate of this city.” And these very people were getting other 
men to break the law for the purpose of prosecuting them. Yes, worthless vagabonds, 
giving them 25 cents to go and buy whisky to break the law and then turn round and 
prosecute these men. 

8132a. Do you think that temperance and moral reform are promoted by such 
conduct as that !—No, sir. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8133a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for beverage 
purposes !—No, I do not. 

8134a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery 
rendered useless ?—I should think so. 

By Mr. Clarke : 

8135a. Have you thought whether any change should be made in the treatment of 
confirmed drunkards !—I have not given the subject much thought. It isa melancholy 
thing to think of. 

8136a. Would it not be well for the authorities to direct their attention to treating 
these people as suffering from a disease !—Yes, it isa disease. I have had the poor 
creatures brought before me for drunkenness, and through the influence of the priesthood 
here—I am referring more particularly to the Roman Catholic priesthood—we have got 
these men to take the pledge. I believe they have taken the pledge most solemnly and 
with an earnest desire to keep it, but unfortunately they have not been able to do 
so. It is a disease with them. 

8137a. Would it not be a blessing to society, and to themselves and families, if 
there were institutions in the different provinces to which they would be committed for an 
indefinite period, to be treated !—I should think so. 

8138a. Is there any good reason why these drinking places pure and simple should 
be continued ?—I think they might be abolished. Still I take this view of it: people 
often come up from Toronto to transact business with me, as no doubt many others 
come up to transact business with other people. When we get through our business, I 
ask them, Would you like to have some luncheon? My house is some distance out of 
town, and we cannot conveniently go out there. They do not care to go to a tavern, 
and if there is a restaurant near by where we can get a decent luncheon, we go there. 
Except for that purpose, I do not see any advantage at all in these saloons. 

8139a. But you would give licenses to those who supply meals and give accommo- 
dation ?—To be sure. I think the authorities make a great mistake in putting the liquor 
traffic into the hands of such men as they usually do. They do not seem to have any 
regard to whom they give a license. I understand that according to the law a man who 
has a license is under very strict bonds and obligations, and if he breaks any of the 
obligations, I think he is unfit to be licensed, and the license should be taken away from 
him and put into the hands of respectable men, men who will not allow a person already 
under the influence of liquor to go into their saloon and get more liquor. At present 
they will sell him liquor until he cannot contain any more, and then they will kick him 
out into the street and have him brought up for being drunk. 

8140a. It is claimed that if the trade is rendered disreputable, it would be better 
in the end, that it would bring about more speedily the prohibition of the traffic !—Do 
evil that good may come of it. 

814la. That view has been presented, that it would be better to render the trade 
as disreputable as possible 1—I do not agree with that. 
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8142a. What do you think of billiard licenses !—I think they are an evil in a small 
place like this. 

8143a. Would the evil that flows from them be minimized if they could be separa- 
ted from licensed places !—I believe that is the regulation now, but the separation is so 
small that they are generally in very close contact. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


8144a. Was there a set of officers appointed by the Government to enforce the 
Scott Act ?—I think not. 

8145a. I think you spoke of some special officials ?—We have a License Inspector 
here, Mr. Cowan. He is an Inspector under the Crooks Act. I was mistaken in saying 
there were any officials specially appointed. I think there were no special officers ap- 
pointed to enforce the law, as I find on inquiry. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8146. In cases of the breaches of the license law, do you find the citizens willing 
to come forward and give information, and assist in carrying out the law—for instance, 
sales on Saturday night or on Sunday ?—My opinion is that the law is often broken and 
that the offenders are not brought to justice. 

8147a. Do you find the same willingness in the people to give information in offences 
against the license law or against the Scott Act, that you do where private wrongs have 
been committed, as in cases of assault, or theft or cases of that kind ?—No, there is a 
greater readiness to seek redress, and in those cases individuals come forward. 

8148a. You told us it was from the Chief of Police you learned about this matter 
of money having been given to him to hire men to entrap the unlicensed liquor selling ? 
—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8149a. Regarding the causes which lead to the arrest and conviction of people, 
what percentage of those that come before you committed the crime for which they were 
charged while under the influence of liquor !/—The Chairman has spoken of the number 
of arrests other than those for drunkenness and disorderly conduct? When people are 
brought before me charged with being drunk and disorderly, they are asked what they 
haye to say to the charge, and if they plead guilty they are convicted and goaway. But 
in many cases if you try to bring the charge home to them on evidence, you will fail to 
prove that they were either drunk or disorderly. Our police, I suppose, are quite as ef- 
ficient as any other, as my little boy says, they are very “sufficient police.” If they find 
a man slightly under the influence of liquor, they arrest him and run him in the Police 
Court at once and into the cells. But I think many of those cases that have been refer- 
red to as cases of drunkenness or disorderly conduct, have not been such cases as would 
disturb the public morality in witnessing them. Of course wehavesomeinveterate drinkers. 
I can almost name the number of people that will be brought before me for being drunk, 
poor unfortunates that have been drunkards ever since I have been on the Bench. <A 
few such men have died, and others have taken their places. However, I can support 
the evidence of Archdeacon Dixon and others who say that the moral sentiment is im- 
proving, that there is not so much drunkenness here, even with our larger population, 
as there was when I first began to sit on the Bench. 

8150a. What would be the effect of the enactment of a rigid prohibitory law, with 
public sentiment as it is now ?—I think it would not be beneficial here. 
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WALTER S. COWAN, of Guelph, License Inspector, on being duly sworn, deposed 
us follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


8151a. How long have you resided in Guelph !— Eighteen years. 

8152a. How long have you been Inspector of Licenses !—Since 1884. 

8153a. Have you had experience of the working of the Scott Act ?—Yes. 

8154a. Have you had experience of the working of any other prohibitory law ?— 
No. 

8155a. Did you have experience of the Scott Act in any other section than this in 
which you lived ?—Well, there are four townships included in this district. 

8156a. Your district covers the southern division of the county !—The south riding 
of Wellington. 

8157a. At the time the Scott Act was in force in Guelph, it was in force in those 
four townships of which you speak !—Yes. 

8158a. Were you yourself a promoter of the Scott Act !—I voted for the Scott Act. 

8159a. And you were desirous it should be successful ?—I was. 

8160a. Did you, in discharge of your duties, attempt to carry it out as well as you 
could ?—I did. 

816la. Did you find any difficulty in the way ?—Yes, there were many difficulties 
in enforcing it. 

8162a. Do you think that the Act itself was fairly well enforced, or were the diffi- 
culties such as to interfere with its enforcement !—Well, the difficulties were too large 
for one Inspector to overcome. 

8163a. How was that ?—There were so many who were opposed to it, and who did 
all they could to thwart the efforts of myself and the police. 

8164a. You had the assistance of the ordinary police officers so far as needed, I 
suppose /— Yes. 

8165a. Did you apply to the Government for the appointment of an additional Ins- 
pector to assist you ?—No, but we did have detectives at times. 

8166a. Did these detectives come from other places ?—Yes, from other counties. 

8167a. Did you find that their assistance was of value to you!—Yes, we did get 
several convictions through their assistance. 

8168a. Were you not able to get those convictions from local witnesses ?—No. 

8169a. What was the difficulty with regard to local witnesses ?—A great many of 
the witnesses that we had were frequenters of hotels to a certain extent that their evi- 
dence was generally favourable to the man who supplied the liquor. 

8170a. Had you reason to believe that the evidence was in some cases untrue ?—I 
did believe so in many cases. 

8171-2a. Do you find the same difficulty to any extent in prosecuting persons charged 
with offences against the license law !—I do. 

8173a. To the same degree!—To the same degree in proportion to the number of 
prosecutions we have. 

8174-5a. Have you noticed whether the amount of perjury in cases of that kind is 
greater than it is in cases outside the liquor traftic?—I think there is more perjury in 
liquor cases than in any others, so far as I am able to observe. 

8175-6a. Did you find while the Scott Act was in force, that sales were made to any 
extent by persons who had previously been licensed /—Chiefly by those who had been 
previously licensed. ‘ 

8177a. Were such sales made by others, who had not been licensed ?—There wer 
a few places, but not very many, though it was reported there were a great many. 

8178a. You did your utmost to discover them, and did not find many such !—No. 

8179a. Did you find the enforcement of the Act more easy in the earlier stages of 
it than in the later stages !—It was easier in the later stages. Towards the end it was 
much more easily enforced. 

8180a. And better observed ?—Well, I don’t know that it was. 
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818la. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Act?—It seemed to me that 
owing to the non-enforcement of it at first, the people became dissatisfied and were indif- 
ferent when the vote came on the question of repeal ; they did not turn out and vote. 

8182a. It has been represented to us here to-day during the first six months the 
Act was well enforced, that at first the men who had been in the traffic, lived up to it? 
—TI think better than they did afterwards. ; 

8183a. So there was an intermediate period in which it was not as well enforced as 
at the beginning and as at the end ?—Yes. 

8184a. Did you find that there was a change in public sentiment to any extent in 
regard to the Act, between the time the two votes was taken ?!—I think there was. 

8185a. Do you attribute the repeal to that, as one of the causes!—Yes. A great 
many people were of the opinion that if they once had the Act, that was all that was 
required, and that the men in the business would not sell for fear of a fine. 

8186a. Are you yourself a temperance worker !—I am a temperance man, although 
I am not allied with temperance organizations. 

8187a. Did you notice as a temperance man whether, after the Act was passed, 
there seemed to be a lull in the work of the temperance societies, an impression that the 
Act having been obtained, that was all that was needed!—Yes, there evidently was 
such a feeling. The vote was taken here some six months before the Act came into 
force, and there was quite a lull, no interest seemed to be taken in the temperance cause. 
They had obtained the object they had in view when they voted, and all temperance 
work seemed to cease. 

8188a. We have heard that such was the case in some places. Do you know 
whether it was the case in Guelph that when the Act was first submitted, some people 
who did not favour it, abstained from voting, and that when it was repealed these people 
came out and voted for its repeal after it had been on trial?—I could not say about 
that, but I believe there were a good many who voted for it at first, who did not vote 
for it when it came on for repeal. They were so indifferent that they abstained from 
voting. 

81890. Have you reason to believe that the provisions of the license law are well 
observed in Guelph, as to closing up on Saturday night and Sunday, the non-sale to min- 
ors and Indians, &c.?—We have no Indians to whom they can sell. Perhaps there are 
some minors who get it, but I think the law is fairly well observed in those respects. 

8190a. In case of minors getting it, do you know whether they get it themselves in 
licensed places, or whether some grown person goes in and gets it for them ?—I cannot 
ascertain that myself. If I could find that out, prosecutions would follow. 

819la. You did your best to enforce the Scott Act?—I did. 

8192a. Do you do your best to enforce the present law !—Yes. 

8193a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole 
Dominion, preventing the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for 
beverage purposes !—I am not very clear how it would work. We would require more 
assistance from the temperance element than I got during the time of the Scott Act, to 
make a success of any prohibitory law. I think during the time the Scott Act was in 
force here, there were only two individuals who gave me information sufficient to prose- 
cute; in the other cases I had to obtain it myself, or from detectives, or from those 
who were hanging about hotels, and who, for the sake of a five dollars fee, would give 
information. Under such circumstances it would be very hard to enforce a prohibitory 
law. 

8194a. Are there any amendments to the license law itself which your experience 
of its working would suggest ?—I do not know of any that I could specify just now. 

8195a. I think in some places an officer occupying a position such as yours, or 
some other person, suggested that increased penalties might be of advantage !—I think 
it would be to the advantage of the cause of temperance that one fine should be the 
limit, and that on the second offence the party should lose his license. 

8196a. Have you considered this question whether it would be advisable, in case of 
a person being convicted, say three times for an offence in the same premises, to prevent 
those premises from being licensed again ?—I do not think the premises should suffer 
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from the individual that violates the law. In a great majority of cases these places are 
rented. 

8197a. It has been suggested by some that under this plan, if a man was convicted 
once or twice, the landlord would try and get rid of him’?—TIf he is convicted three 
times the Commissioners can refuse him a license. 

8198a. And another man may go into the same premises. Now, the question is 
whether the landlord might make his lease in such a way that if the tenant was con- 
victed twice, he would have to go out, the landlord thereby saving his premises from 
the penalty 1—That might be put into the lease. 

8199a. Would you notin such a case have the landlord an active agent in seeing 
that the law was observed ?—Certainly, that would be a very good idea. I had not 
thought of that. 

8200. Have there been many appeals in this county against convictions under the 
Scott Act or under the license act /—Under the Scott Act there were two cases appealed 
that IT remember just now. In one case the party died before the case came up, and 
that disposed of that one. The other one settled the matter by paying the costs, I 
think. Since the Scott Act was repealed, we have had one conviction in which the 
party convicted appealed against the magistrate’s decision, and the judge sustained the 
magistrate in his conviction. Since that case, we had two convictions last year, and 
the parties appealed to the judge, and he quashed the convictions, and they are now. 
before the Court of Appeal in Toronto. 

820la. In your opinion, was the Scott Act an educator for good in the cause of 
temperance 1—I think it was. I think the results were good. I think there is much 
less drinking now than there was before the Scott Act came into force. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8202a. Was there much drinking and drunkenness during the Scott Act period !— 
There was quite a lot of drinking done. 

8203a. As much as before t—No, nothing like as much as there was before. 

8204a. And since ?—Well, there is no more drinking since than there was during 


the Scott Act. 
By Judge McDonald : 


82044a. Is there more drunkenness, do you think?—I think there was no more 
drunkenness during the Scott Act than there is at the present time. Of course, accord- 
ing to the returns the chief gave, there was more drunkenness then than now, but I did 


not see as much. 
By Mr. Clarke : 


8205a. Would you be likely to see it if there was?—I think so. I am a good deal 
on the streets. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8206a. Have you, under the law, on any occasion, notified hotel-keepers not to sell 
liquor to persons addicted to the use of it?—I have somewhere, I think, about twenty- 
five or thirty persons now who are interdicted. 

8207a. How doyou find that system carried out ?—In some cases it has a good 
effect, in others I do not think it has very much. They get others to get it for them, 
get it in an indirect way. I do not think that many of those who have ‘got notices sell 
liquor to parties whom they know have been interdicted. 

8208a. Had you any difficulties in securing convictions under the Scott Act, other 
than those you have mentioned ?—I do not know that there were any other difficulties. 
Of course we always had to prove a sale. When I would go in, I would find perhaps a 
dozen men standing at the counter, some drinking one thing and some another. I 
would have the case brought up, and the probability was that none of that liquor was 
paid for, and so the case was dismissed. In some cases they admitted that they had 

Wa Ter S. Cowan. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO 497 


paid money, but said, he had given it back to them, and of course that case had to be 
dismissed. 

8209a. Were there any cases where you had difficulty in establishing what they 
drank ’—Yes, there were lots of cases of that kind. It was “short” and “long” and 
one thing and another. 

8210a. Had they different names for intoxicating drinks ?—Yes, different names 
for different drinks, names that nobody had ever heard of before. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


821la. Was the state of things better under the Scott Act than at present under 
the license law t—I do not know but there was a better state of things. 

8212a. Was there as good a state of things !—I think it was very much the same7in 
the city here. In fact, we have a very quiet city. I do not think it is a hard place to 
look after. | 

8213a. How was the Scott Act observed in the townships !—There was a good deal 
sold in the townships, and we got more convictions in proportion to the prosecution, in 
the townships than we did in the city. 

8214a. Was there less perjury in the townships ?—More of them plead guilty. 

8215a. How did the Act come to be repealed in the townships as well as in the 
city ?—I could not tell you—through indifference. 

8216a. I think you said it was an educator ? Did it educate them to believe that 
it was inefficient, and was that the cause of their repealing it /—I could not tell you why 
it was repealed. 

8217a. But you said it was an educator ?—No, I do not think so. I said I thought 
the results were good in the city. I am satisfied that there is nothing like the amount 
of drinking done now that there was before. 

8218a. Do you attribute the diminution in drinking to the Scott Act?—I could 
not say. I think, perhaps, the meetings that were held prior to the adoption of the Act 
and the way it was put before the people, had a good effect. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8219a. Have the temperance societies and other institutions of that kind, resumed 
work since the Scott Act was done away with !—Yes. They are working more actively 
now again than they were. 

8220a. Do you find there has been a growth of temperance sentiment and temper- 
ance habits in the community within the last few years /—Yes, much more than there 
was. 

8221a. Do you see more of that now than during the Scott Act?!—Yes, I think 

there is more now than a few years ago. 

8222-3a. That is increasing year after year /—Yes. 

8224a. Do you think the churches and the temperance societies have been the 
means of doing good in that way /—Yes, I think they are more active than they were, 
and are having a better effect. You asked for a statement of convictions and fines under 
the Scott Act. In the first year of the Scott Act there were 64 prosecutions and 19 
convictions ; in the second year 119 prosecutions and 49 convictions; in the third and 
last year, 104 prosecutions and 62 convictions. During the three years five persons 
were sent to jail for non-payment of fines. 

8225a. How many cases were for third offences’—None for third offences, but a 
number for second. I did not take them down because I had not time to do so, since I 
got the subpeena. You asked for the number of licenses in this district. There are 16 
hotel licenses in the city and two shop licenses ; that is the number we have had ever 
since the Scott Act was repealed. The receipts from licenses this year were $5,400. 

8226a. What is the license fee in the city for a hotel ’—It is now $275; the first 
year it was $300. The fee for shop licenses is $300. We have no saloons, they all have 
hotel accommodation. In the townships sometimes there are 15 licenses, and sometimes 
16. They paid $90 each one year, and one of the townships raised the fee to $100. 

8227a. Of these fees, what proportion goes to the Province and what proportion to 
the municipality ?—In the city $100 goes direct to the Province and $75 to the munici- 

21—32*** 


498 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


pality. The other $100 goes to pay the expenses of enforcing the law, paying the In- 
spector’s salary and the expenses of the Commissioners, and the residue is divided, two- 
thirds to the municipality, and one-third to the Government. Since the Scott Act was 
repealed, in the first year there were 7 prosecutions, 5 convictions, and $160 collected in 
fines for oftences against the license law. In the second year there were 39 prosecu- 
tions, 20 convictions, and $258 collected in fines. In the third year there were 16 pro- 
secutions, 9 convictions, and $150 collected in fines. In the fourth year there were 51 
prosecutions, 29 convictions, and $585 collected in fines. Since the month of May i in the 
present year there have been 7 prosecutions, 5 convictions, and $100 collected in fines. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


8228a. Judging from common report and the number of prosecutions, how many 
places were selling liquor under the Scott Act in Guelph ?—I could not say how many. 
There are some places, I do not know whether they sold or not, that were reported to 
have sold, but I never could get a case against them. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8229a. How many places were reported to have been selling?—There might have 
been three or four places, but there was only one I was able to get a case against. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


8230a. Did you not say at first that all the old places were selling liquor, and some 
new ones /—All the old places were selling. 

823la. Were there more places selling liquor under the Scott Act than under the 
license act !—I said there were probably three, or four, or five, but it was extremely dif- 
ficult to bring home a charge against them. 

8232a. Under the Scott Act was there more disorder on Sundays than now ?—I do 
not think there was, there might have been. Of course I am not down in the town very 
much on Sundays. I take a run round in the afternoon. 


F. W. RANDALL, of Guelph, Chief of Police, recalled. 
By Judge McDonald : 


8233a. You have heard the statement made by the Police Magistrate, repeating a 
conversation between you and himself, in which you stated you had given money to a 
tramp to go out and buy liquor as a detective; and he asked you if that was the kind of 
witnesses that you brought up, and said he would not tolerate such witnesses in the 
box? What explanation have you got to make in regard to that case !—This is the way 
how I came to employ those two men. There was a man named Middleton who ran the 
bar room of Reinhardt’s Hotel on Macdonald Street, who stated he did not care a d—n 
for the Chief of Police in this town, that he knew how to runa Scott Act town, and that 
he would sell in spite of me or any one else. He did not say it to me, but he said it to 
another party who came and told me. I went to see Middleton, and asked him if he 
meant that. He said: Yes, that he knew how to run a bar-room in a Scott Act town 
and that he was going to run it to-day. I said, you open it to-day, and I will close you 
to-morrow. You will find that I will enforce this law on you, or on any one else. He 
had a bartender named Welsh, and I found out that he was going to carry out his 
threats and break the law. This was their plan: He would sell his place to his bar- 
tender to-morrow, and the bartender would sell it back to him next day, and they were 
going to run it in this way so that I could not catch him any second day opening his 
bar. On the night before this very morning that he opened his bar, these two young 
men came and asked for a night’s lodging in’ the police station. They seemed respectable 
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looking fellows, but pretty hard up. The next morning I asked them where they came 
from, and they told me ; and I thought that these men would do first rate to catch this 
man Middleton. I asked them if they would go over and see if he was selling liquor, 
and I gave one of them a bottle and 25 cents to go over and get liquor, as I was bound 
to put Middleton down, and not allow him to go on and sell in spite of me. They went 
ever and got liquor from Middleton. The next morning I sent them over again, and 
they caught the bartender. I brought Middleton up and he was fined $50 and _ costs, 
and the bartender was also fined $50 and costs. This closed up the place. Then 
another hotel-keeper went into the same place, his name being in common with Middle- 
ton and Welsh, and of course I had to bring him up too, and he was fined $50. It caused 
great feeling in the town at the time, because, I suppose, they said these tramps had been 
and informed. Some of the temperance people said they would help me to put down 
those places, and they told me that any expense I would incur, they would see it was all 
right. On the strength of that promise, I gave these two men the 25 cents to get liquor, 
and that is how it came that the two tramps were employed to enforce the Scott Act. 
That was the only case. 

8234a. The Police Magistrate says that you told him you had had the money given 
to you already for the purpose of managing the evidence in that way !— Well, perhaps it 
was either then or before, at the time or after, that the money was given to me to defray 
the expenses of those two men. They were here for two days, and it was only right 
that they should get something for their time ; and that was how it came that these two 
men were engaged. 

8235a. Did the parties know you were to employ these two men ?—They did not 
know these two men were to be employed to help me to enforce the Scott Act. Under the 
circumstances, this man having put the authorities at defiance, I thought it my duty to 
put him down, and this seemed to be a very good chance to doso. Ofcourse I incurred 
a great deal of displeasure here at the time, but I thought I was doing my duty to close 
this place up. 

8236a. Were these men employed to give evidence against any other person except 
Middleton ?—Only in this one case. They were not brought here, they happened to be 
here by accident. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8237a. Then the money that was given to you was simply given for the purpose of 
trying to obtain convictions, and not for the purpose of obtaining tramps as witnesses ! 
=—No; no. 

8238a. It was you yourself, in the exercise of your discretion, who thought it better 
in that particular case to get that class of evidence ?—They happened to be here on that 
particular morning, and this man opened the house on that day, and I might not have 
got another chance for a month ; so I thought it well to embrace the opportunity, and I 
succeeded in my efforts to close him up. You wanted to get the number of arrests for 
drunkenness during the three years preceding the Scott Act. They were as follows :— 


Year. Arrests. 
iL SO mRPRT Aa era Tay oP aise Sakae scorers, Stal or acho ta ct Rie Cee Pattee Zee aba 195 
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J. B. POWELL, of Guelph, Collector of Inland Revenue, recalled. 


8239a. You handed in some figures, showing the quantity of spirits and beer pro- 
duced, and how disposed of, in the Inland Revenue Division of Guelph, for the fiscal 
years 1885 to 1893, inclusive. Are they taken from the books of your office /—Yes, 
that is a correct transcript, with the exception 1885-86, which I cannot get. It is con- 
tained in two books, one of which has been put away, and I cannot get it. 

8240a. You have shown the total duty paid in the division for these years ?—Yes. 
I may explain to you that during the years the Scott Act was in force there was no 
spirits in bond in the County of Wellington at all, so that these figures showing the 
total amount of duty paid ex-warehouse, only refer to the County of Waterloo. There 
was nothing taken out of bond in Guelph at all. 

8241a. So the proof gallons of spirits were all manufactured within Waterloo ?— 
Altogether at Seagram’s distillery. The beer was manufactured in both counties. 
These are standard gallons. 


Rev. ANDREW CUNNINGHAM, of Guelph, Minister of the Methodist Church, 
on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


8242a. How long have you resided in Guelph !—Two years and three months. 

8243a. We have had placed before us and put in evidence, the declaration on the 
question of prohibition adopted by the conference of your Church at Montreal, at the 
last General Conference. Do you personally concur in that ending and deliverance ?— 
Yes. 

82440. Speaking as a pastor, have you found any amount of trouble and distress 
occasioned in families owing to the use of intoxicating liquor ?— Yes. 

8245a,. Have you noticed whether the poverty among the people may be attributed 
to any extent to intemperate habits ?—I think almost wholly so. 

8246a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory ‘law !/—Yes, 
while the Dunkin Act was in force in Prince Edward County some years ago. 

8247a. Did you live there while it was in force ?—Yes. 

8248a. How did you find it succeed ?—It was beneficial on the whole, there was 
much less drinking. While there were violations of the Act, still on the whole the bene- 
fit was very material. 

8249a. Did the people continue that law ?—No. 

8250a. Was it repealed while you were there ?—I think it was shortly after. 

825la. Do you remember what led to the repeal ’—So far as I could learn, they 
felt that the judge was not in sympathy with the movement, and they found difficulty 
in getting convictions, and in enforcing the Act for that reason. It may be that the 
people got somewhat discouraged. 

8252a. Were representations made to the Government in any way in regard to that 
state of things ’—I cannot say. 

8253a. Do you mean to say that the discharge of his duty by the Judge was impu- 
gned, or was it that the people were not satisfied with his decisions ?—The people were 
not satisfied with the decisions. 

8254a. Did the Act work well in other respects ?—It was considered to work well 
as a whole. ' 

8255a. Why did they allow that to influence them in the repeal, if the Act worked 
well, even if the decisions were not what they would like /—Because they were introduc- 
ing the Scott Act measure in other places, and they thought it would be better perhaps 
to see how that would work. 

J. B. Powe tt. 
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8256a. Was the Scott Act voted upon in Prince Edward ?—Not during my time. 

8257-8a. Was it voted upon afterwards ?—I do not remember, I think so. 

8259a. Do you think the benefit that resulted from the Dunkin Act would lead 
people to favour the adoption of the Scott Act ?—I would not say that, but I think it 
would lead them to be favourable to prohibition, constitutional prohibition, not statu- 
tory. 

8260a. I find that, on October 30th, 1884, a vote was taken in the County of Prince 
Edward on the Scott Act, and it was defeated by a majority of 125. So it does not ap- 
pear to have been in force there !—No. 

8261a. You do not know what prevented its being carried ?—I think there was a 
feeling that they would prefer constitutional prohibition instead of a statutory enact- 
ment that seemed to be tentative and might be changed at any time. 

8262a. Was there a large amount of barley raised at that time in Prince Edward 
County /—Yes. 

8263a. Did you ever hear it stated that the farmers, owing to their interest in bar- 


ley raising and the brewing business, were influenced, to some extent, in voting upon 


the Scott Act !—No, because it was after my time that the vote was taken on the Scott 
Act. 

8264a. Then you are unable to state what led to the Scott Act being defeated !— 
JT am unable to state. 

8265a. Have you had experience of the working of a prohibitory law anywhere 
else /—-No. 

8266a. Have you had experience of the working of a license law in more counties 
than one ?—Yes. 

8267a. Taking the community in which you live now, how do you find the license 
law carried out !—I do not know that I am prepared to answer that question. If you 
asked me whether drunkenness prevailed, whether drunken men were to be found on 
the streets, and if there was drunkenness in the homes, I could answer that. 

8268a. What do you say as to that /—I have seen drunken men on the streets here, 
and I know of other men who drink, and whose families suffer in consequence of their 
drinking. I know that the hotel-keepers have been forbidden to sell liquor to those 
men, but still they get it some way and continue to drink, and the results are evil and 
only evil. 

8269a. Are you opposed to the licensing of the traffic on principle ?—Yes. I think 
we ought not to frame a law to support an iniquity. 

8270a. You look upon the license traffic as an iniquity !—I consider the traffic in 
strong drink to be such. 

8271a. Do you look upon the licensing of it as the licensing of an iniquity !—I do, 
certainly. 

8272a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Domi- 
nion, preventing the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for bever- 
age purposes /—Yes. 

8273a. Would you except from the provisions of that enactment, liquor needed for 
medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes !— Under certain restrictions. 

8274a. In case such a law were passed, do you think the liquor needed for those 
excepted purposes, should be manufactured by the Government or by private enterprise ? 
—IJ should think it would be wise for the Government to deal with the question. 

8275a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ? 
—TI do not see why they should be. 

8276a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself in reference to 
other points of this question than those which you have been asked about !—I think 
that while there is no country, perhaps, where national prohibition has been tested to the 
full extent, we ought, as a Dominion, to take an advanced step. We stand in the fore- 
front of nations in educational improvements, and I think as a Dominion we ought to 
give an example to the world of what prohibition may do for a country. We are ina 
good position to do it, and I think it would be a great blessing to our country and to our 
young people if we were to do it. 
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8277a. In case of the enactment of such a law as you wish for, would you have its 
provisions extend to the prevention of wine being manufactured by farmers in their own 
houses, and would you prevent them making cider and home-brewed ale for their own 
family use /—The law prevents them from manufacturing now toa certain extent. So 
far as the manufacture of wine is concerned, I do not know that prohibition would touch 
their rights in that respect. Ido not know that any abuse grows out of the fact that 
some of them do make wine and use it. If it is wine like that which Pharaoh’s butler 
squeezed out of grapes into a cup, no doubt it is good, and I do not know as it would hurt 
any one. I know there is a certain amount of that made and used, but I have never 
known any evil effects to come from it. 

8278a. In case it was fermented wine, would you interfere with it ?—I think that the 
law now allows them to make fermented wine and deal in it ; I do not see that we should 
make any new enactment in relation to it. 

8279a. We have been making investigations within the last few days in the County 
of Essex, and we understand thata large number of farmers there make this wine from 
their own grapes. I suppose you have known farmers to make cider which becomes in- 
toxicating /—I have heard of such things. Ihave known them to make cider and drink 
it, but I have never known them to become intoxicated by it. 

8280a. Have you known cider itself to be intoxicating /—Yes, I have known that. 

8281a. Would you favour a law which would prevent the making by farmers of such 
wine and such cider as we are speaking of ?—Well, I think the law as it stands is all right 
on that question ; I do not see that we need to make any new enactment. I do not 
think laws are passed on that line. 

8282a. Your idea, then, would not be to prevent that kind of manufacture !— No, 
only to prevent the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors as a beverage. 

8283a. The manufacture for traftic purposes !—Yes. 

8284a. Would you prevent individuals from importing liquor to use in their own 
houses ?—We prevent them now under the license system ; I do not see why we should 
not. Do we not prevent that now ? 

8285a. No, they are not prevented now from importing to use in their own houses. 
—Well, I think I would do away with the whole business, because I consider it an evil. 

8286a. You would prevent that importation /—Yes; and if, in order to make up for 
the loss of revenue, it was necessary to resort to direct taxation I think the people are 
prepared to stand it. I believe it would be better for the country, and the country 
would be richer in a few years. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


8287a. Do you think it is a sin to take a glass of cider ?—When you come to deal 
with the moral aspect of drinking, a thing may not be a sin, yet it may not be the best. 
It might not be wrong for him to take a glass of cider, yet it might not be the best. If 
it was intoxicating, his example might not be beneficial to others. I have a right per- 
sonally to abstain from using it, though there might not be what you would call a sin in 
taking a glass of cider. W hen you come on to high moral ground, a thing may be right 
in itself, but not the best. 

8288a. Ifit is right to take a glass of cider or to take a glass of wine, the licensing 
of such a traffic is not immoral, is it /—Yes, but we are not licensing that, we are licens- 
ing the sale of alcoholic beverages. 

8289a. Did you not say a few minutes ago that the licensing of the sale of liquors 
is immoral ’—Yes, I believe it is. 

8290a. Then if itis not a sin to take a glass of cider or to take a glass of wine, how is 
it immoral to license the traffic in those liquors—because we consider | generally that what 
is immoral is a sin /—There is no analogy. Youare taking some exceptional points ; 
you are speaking of wine and cider that are not intoxicating. 

829la. Do you mean to say that cider and wine, after they have fermented, are not 
intoxicating /—Certainly they are; and then I think it would be wrong to license 
a person to sell intoxicating wine or intoxicating cider that would make another person 
drunk. The licensed sale of any article, the influence of which would cause a man to 
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r 
tob his family of the protection that he would give them and of the results of his toil, I 
hink is immoral, the results of it are immoral. 

8292a. Did you not say it was nota sin to take a glass of cider 1—I did say that it 
might not be a sin to take a glass of cider, if the cider was not intoxicating, or if the 
wine was not intoxicating. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8293a. Suppose these beverages were intoxicating, would it be a sin to take them ? 
—It might, and it might not. It depends on circumstances. 

8294a. According toa man’s conscience !—No, I would not say according to con- 
science, because conscience only reflects the knowledge of the man. 

8295a. According as to whether the results were right or wrong !—According to 
the moral effects. We are to judge the moral results of an action. 

8296a. Do you mean to say this: that if a man took a glass of fermented wine or 
cider and was not injured by it, there would be wrong in his doing it /—It would be 
wrong if he injured somebody else by it. 

8297a. But, unless he injured himself or somebody else, there would be no wrong in 
it; but if injury resulted to himself or to somebody else, then it would be wrong—is 
that what you mean ’—I would not say that there was a moral wrong in using it, if there 
were no evil effects to him or to anybody else; but then we know that evil effects do 
follow. 

8298a. Therefore, can it be right in any case whatever to take it as a beverage /— 
That is just the question, of course, where we differ. 

8299a. Who differ? There has been no opinion expressed upon it at all yet by 
anybody ; we are trying to get one from you /—I mean that the temperance people and 
those who are opposed to temperance differ on that question. We hold it is wrong, and 
the others hold it is not wrong. Then there is a class that come between. 

8300a. Then you do hold that it is wrong ?—I hold, in view of the light we have 
on this question, and in view of the evils which result from the use of intoxicating 
beverages, that if we are going to take high moral grounds, it is wrong. 


By Mr. Gigdult : 


830la. As you are a minister of the Church, I thought you knew more about it 
than we do, and therefore I asked you if it was a sin !—QOf course these are very deli- 
cate questions to answer. You have got to come down to nice definitions. 

8302a. But you have come to the conclusion that the licensing of the drink traffic 
is immoral ?—Yes. 

8303a. I want to know on what ground it is immoral. I asked you if it was a sin 
to take a glass of cider or a glass of wine, and you said it was not asin. Ifit is not a 
sin it is not therefore immoral, and consequently the licensing of the liquor traffic is not 
immoral !/—You only take part of the system. 

8304a. Either it is a sin or itis not. If the taking of a glass of cider or wine is not 
immoral, then it is not immoral to license the traffic in cider and wine !—I suppose you 
have read the Bible, and in the Bible it says that under certain circumstances a man 
may take a glass of wine and it is right, but under other circumstances it is not right to 
do so. In the one case it is a sin, and in the other it is not. 

8305a. The Bible says it is good for man’s health to take a glass of wine ?—That 
was wine that was not intoxicating. 

8306a. If it is good for man’s health to take a glass of wine, then I see nothing 
immoral in taking a glass of wine; and if it is not immoral to take a glass of wine, I 
want to know from you why the traffic in wine is an immoral traffic /—Because “ wine 
isa mocker ; strong drink is raging: and whosoever is deceived thereby is not wise” ; 
therefore I hold the traffic in such wine is immoral. I think it leads to immorality in 
the community, and that it demoralizes the man who engages in the traffic, in the leng 
run. . 
8307. Well, the abuse of liquors is immoral, but I consider the moderate use is not 
immoral ?—Yes, but we do not have the moderate use under the license system, therefore 
I consider it is immoral. It never ends in the moderate use. 
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8308a. You do not know of any man who makes a moderate use of liquors !—I do 
not know of any man that stops at moderation, but he continues until he uses it immo- 
derately, I have heard of such men, read of such men, but I do not know of any. He 
always becomes immoderate. That has been my experience and observation. 

8309a. Then why does not the Bible say that it is immoral to take any quantity of 
liquor? You said a few minutes ago that the Bible itself allows the moderate use of 
liquors ?—I beg your pardon, I did not say so. I said that it allowed us to use a certain 
class of wine. But another class it forbade, and said it was an evil. 

8310a. If it allows the use of a certain class, then it allows the certain use of wine ? 
—Certainly, but that was not an intoxicating and fermented wine, as I understand the 
Bible. 

83lla. Does the Bible speak of fermented and unfermented wine !—It speaks of 
two different kinds of wine. 

83120. But it does not speak of fermented or unfermented wine ?—It speaks only 
of wine. 


By Judge McDonaid : 


8313a. Is there any further statement you would like to make yourself /—No, I do 
not think of anything. 


GEORGE SLEDMAN, of Guelph, brewer, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


83134a. How long have you resided in Guelph ?—Since 1847. 

8314a. How long have you been engaged in the brewing business ?—Personally 
since 1859. 

8315a. You have carried on that business from that time till the present, and are 
still carrying it on /—Yes. . 

831l6a. Did you find that your output was affected to any extent by the Scott Act, 
when it was in force ?—No. 

8317a. Was there an increase or decrease, or did it continue about the same ?— 
Really I cannot recollect what years the Scott Act was in force in this municipality. 

8318a. Taking your business then for the last six or seven years, has there been 
any appreciable difference in it from year to year, one way or the other ?— Yes. 

8319a. In what direction ?—An increase. 

8320a. From year to year /—It was almost at a standstill for two years, that is, it 
was about equal for two years. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8321a. Do you recollect what two years they were ?—Yes. I have taken down the 
figures of the output from year to year since 1884 :— 


Year. Output in barrels. 
I Rote ATEN Ads Sd itr eer Cc AP en GEER RE! We 3 OR 5 Un ed! FA ts he 17,010 
EBSD ee Ae cians toe PMNs Gly Marcotte as 2a Te Suc oes fe Ane 17,950 
ISSO cS eam ere eke on: Soicde OU Monroe notes: hice SRM Ura Ree 20,063 
LBB 7 Se eerie pee agen score eee nhs een ee 21,022 
PB SB Bs ite Tet ION ca Aly RU Ree RAG eee ne eee 21,009 
LSBU sak Be RU a han eS, Ot ee EM 22,390 
BOG 18s, UE eh Rea eta ae eee one 23,115 
te, Aen ae a dee ci ROR ALE AROSE MOLT RAs A, ae thy 22,505 
ASOD ADs a Ak pace, tne ote Rie a AS AE ee ee ee 24,165 
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8322a. In case a prohibitory law were enacted, preventing the manufacture of beer 
for beverage purposes, would it affect you injuriously Certainly it would. 

8323a. Would your plant and machinery be rendered useless ?—Yes. 

8324a. Is there any portion of that plant which you have had to putin in com- , 
pliance with Government regulations /—Yes. 

8325a. Have you had to pay a duty to the Government during the whole time you 
you have been a brewer ?— Yes. 

8326a. Do you take a license from both the Dominion and Provincial Governments ? 
—Yes. 

8327a. During the time that the Scott Act was in force in this city and neighbour- 
hood, did you notice whether there was the same consumption of your ale in the imme- 
diate district as there was the years before and the years since!—I did not notice any 
difference in the consumption. 

8328a. Did you find any difference in the mode in which it was furnished, that is, 
whether it was furnished as usual to persons in the business, or whether more was 
furnished to private families !—I do not think there was any difference. We continued 
to sell it to the same line, principally to hotels. 

8329a. While the Scott Act was in force, did you find any difficulty in making 
your collections ; in other words, did you find any people who, having bought from you, 
objected to pay because they claimed the sale to them was not lawful ?—Only in one 
case. My collections, I think, were better. 

8330a. Were you a supporter of the Scott Act yourself /—No. 

833la. Did you support its repeal ?-—I did. 

8332a. For what reason, if it is proper to ask you, with the condition in which 
your business was ’—I thought it was demoralizing to the general public. 

8333a. In what way did you think that result was caused !—It was under my 
immediate notice and I also heard that in liquor prosecutions there was more false 
swearing, perjury, than I ever heard of before or since. 

8334a, Asa citizen, did you notice the effect of the law at all !—Yes. . 

8335a. How did it affect the sobriety of the community, speaking of the city !—I 
noticed that it led a great many young men to drink that I had never seen drinking 
before, I might say minors who were led into bad habits which I am afraid they will 
never get over. 

8336a. Did you notice whether there was as much drunkenness upon the streets of 
the city as before?—Yes. My business calls me into the city very often in the evening, 
and in driving home I have noticed on various occasions persons howling on the streets, 
more so, I think, during the time the Scott Act was in force, than since. 

8337a. Did you hold any official position in the city then !—Yes, but not now. I 
was Mayor. 

8338a. What year was that ?—1880, 1881, 1882, and again last year. 

8339a. Is there any statement you would like to make to the Commission in refer- 
ence to the questions which are under investigation by us ?—There is one remark I 
would like to make. The reverend gentleman who gave evidence a few moments ago 
stated that he had never seen a person that had drunk liquor moderately, who did not 
become an immoderate drinker, or words to that effect. JI can say that he can see one 
here in myself. I have been engaged in the business all my life. I take liquor when I 
want it, and I know how to leave it alone; and I defy any person to say that he has 
ever seen me the worse of liquor. 

8340a. Have you any other figures bearing upon this inquiry ’—I was called upon 
to give a statement of the amount of barley that I used during each year, and I have 
jotted these figures down for the last ten years :— 


Year. Bushels of barley. 
J obots tig OPA aee oc tla pnt at ARS dn de AERP Sl) cl oh RE RNR  g te 27,289 
1884 . 30,335 
TSS Ge SA Mrane RPE Mee $EaSRENS ui gs ca Poteet one hat et ro Deane 38,232 
(Rotel CR goat bk ese cna eer ak Oa ORE Re BO erupt ee ic Oty 40,711 
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Year. . Bushels of barley. 
LBBB, ck. pen bv ROME WME wie ok ee ee 54,203 
LS SON pa EES enone estar ands OnE aA ities ener ay Ob cian Eitri is coo © 53,583 
BOO Lil gy Sedat are ete ese at avk vs Paka eke ea ee aie ie eae aera 47,113 
LOOT ose Sect) aon. ew aed Ae ee ike Ri RVR ice en eg 47,435 
TB OD her RUM op obras ieee tied ete Clie, peace ae Rene o's ght ee 57,227 


8341a. Where did you get your grain?—It is all purchased on this market, and 
raised by farmers in this section of the country. 

8342a. Are you yourself interested in the hotel business of the city /—Not further 
than having the ownership of some buildings. 

8343a. Had you that ownership at the time the Scott Act was in force !—Yes. 

8344a. Were they buildings that were rented to persons who kept hotels !—Yes. 

8345a. Did you have to find other channels for the product of your brewery during 
the Scott Act period, or did the product flow in the ordinary channels ?—There was no 
difference. 

8346a. Was there any appreciable diminution in the sale in the County of Welling- 
ton /—There was no noticeable difference. 

8347a. It is claimed that beer being bulkier than whisky, one of the effects of the 
operation of the Scott Act was to reduce the sale of beer and increase the sale of whisky 
on account of the latter being less bulky. What has been your experience !—The Scott 
Act was very general throughout Ontario, and my business at that time did not extend 
beyond this Province ; consequently you may see from the figures I have given you, that 
there was no noticeable difference in our sales. 

8348a. You say in the event of a prohibitory law being passed, you should be com- 
pensated for your plant and machinery. Supposing a change was made in the tariff 
which rendered the machinery of certain manufacturers practically valueless, do you think 
they should be compensated !—I cannot say as to that. I am only speaking for myself. 
My business has been legalized, I have been carrying it on for a long time, it has been 
growing, and I have been obliged to make a large outlay in order to get those articles 
which I require. : During that time I have been paying a very heavy revenue tothe 
Government, and I think I would have a perfect right that the Government should pay 
me for the loss. 

8349a. It has been argued that you should take the chances of having your busi- 
ness wiped out the same as any body else !—Not when it is legalized. The Government 
receive revenue from me ; the largest revenue, I believe, received from any source, is paid 
by the brewers, 

8350a. You say there was more drunkenness noticeable on the streets during the 
Scott Act period than before or since!—Yes, I noticed it at night. 

8351la. Were the police as vigilant as they were before or since ?—I think so. 

8352a. Now, statistics have been put in this afternoon making things look a little 
different. The figures for arrests during the Scott Act years, were 93, 165, and 129, as 
against 195, 129 and 135, in the preceding years !—The arrests of course fluctuate. 

8353a. But if there was more drunkenness and the police were as vigilant in doing 
their duty, there should have been more arrests during the Scott Act period ?—You 
would naturally expect it, but I know there was more drunkenness. I saw, as I have 
told you, minors in large numbers in hotels that I had never seen there before, and I 
have seen them since on the streets carrying out the same system of drinking. 

8354a. Have you an idea as to the number of places that were selling liquor during 
the Scott Act ?—I do not know of any that were selling illicitly other than the hotels. 

8355a. The evidence is that there were new places starting up?—I do not know 
anything about them. I did not supply them. 


By. Mr. Gigault . 
8356a. How many men do you employ in your brewery !—The number varies from 
5D to 90. 
8357a. What is about the total amount you pay to your men in salaries during the 
years !—About $35, 000. 
GEORGE SLEDMAN. 
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8358a. What amount do you spend every year for barrels ?— About $2,500 would 
keep me supplied. But I have an enormous quantity on hand. 


By Mr. Clarke : : 


8359a, Since the Scott Act was repealed there has been a substantial reduction in 
the number of arrests as compared with the Scott Act period, or the three years before 
that. Are there any special reasons why that better condition of things should have 
existed since the Scott Act ?—I do not know, I am sure. 

8360a. Would it be due to the influence of the Scott Act during the three years it 
was in existence !—I do not think so; I think it was demoralizing. 


CHARLES RAYMOND, of Guelph, manufacturer, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


836la. In what line are you manufacturing !—Sewing machines. 

8362a@. How long have you lived in Guelph !—Thirty-one years this month. 

8363a. Have you been engaged in the manufacture of sewing machines during that 
time /—Yes. 

8364a. How large a number of men do you employ /—About 150. 

8365a. Are they people of different nationalities !— Yes. 

8366a. Taking them all in all, what are their habits as to sobriety ?—If they are 
not sober I do not keep them. 

8367a. I am speaking now as to their general character. Are they people of sober 
habits ?— Yes, certainly. 

8368a. In case you find a man becoming intemperate, you part with him !—TI do 
the best I can to save him, if I cannot save him, I let him go. 

8369a. You have no rule that your employees shall be total abstainers, but that 
they shall be people of temperate habits /—Yes. 

8370a. Have you suffered much from intemperance among your working men !—I 
have sometimes, at some stages of my business career. At one time I had quite a num- 
ber of men that were of intemperate habits. Unfortunately the foreman had the same 
habits, and they spread among the men. At that time I found that men were slipping 
out of the place and running across the old grave yard to a place that was open for them 
to fill up, and they did so to the detriment of my business, and of course I had to put a 
stop to it. 

8371a. Have you suffered at all in this way—one man given to intemperance, and 
other men being unable to work because they depended upon his work to do their own? 
—We have more or less of that, we cannot help that. 

8372a. Have you held any public office yourself in this city /—I have been in the 
City Council and the County Council. 

8373a. As a citizen have you observed whether the provisions of the license law 
are fairly carried out ?—I think that the officials who are charged with it, try to carry 
it out. I suppose they can hardly say that they succeed every time in doing so, but I 
think they would lke to do it. 

8374a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law other 
than the Scott Act /—No. 

8375. What was the result of your experience in this city and neighbourhood ?— 
I think the result was beneficial while we were trying to enforce it; but the difficulties 
of enforcement were so great that I think the temperance people felt that it was next 
to no law for accomplishing the object. 

8376a. Did you support the law when it was passed !—Certainly. 

8377a. Did you support it at the time the repeal vote was taken /— Yes. 

8378a. And you still endeavoured to keep it in force ?—I think it would have been. 
well to keep it in force. 
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8379a. You think the state of things during the Scott Act was better than since 
under the license law ?—I think to every impartial mind it was very evident. 

8380a. Do you think there has been an increase of intemperance since the Scott 
Act was repealed ?—Of course I do not go to places where the thing is sold, but my 
obcervation has been this: During the enforcement of the Act I lived in a very prom- 
inent place where a large portion of the population passed by my residence, and I think 
I saw more people under the influence of liquor during one week after the law was re- 
pealed than I did in the year before. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


838la. Was that the week immediately following the repeal !—Yes, immediately 
following. I suppose they felt happy, and that was a special occasion. 

8382a. How has it been since that week /—I do not think there is a week passes 
by now but that I see somebody pass under the influence of liquor, sometimes three or 
four a week. During the Scott Act I cannot say how many were intoxicated in back 
rooms or out of the way places, I do not know how much liquor was drank. But speak- 
ing from observation, a great many more people passed by my place to-day under the 
influence of liquor than during the time the Scott Act was in force. 

8383a. From your own observation, would you prefer the Scott Act, even with the 
feeble enforcement of which you have spoken, to the present state of things ?/—Yes, I 
think I would, but I would prefer not to have either. 

8384a. Do you yourself favour the total prohibition of the manufacture, importa- 
tion and sale of intoxicating drinks for beverage purposes !—-Certainly, and I have prac- 
ticed it since I was five years old. 

8385a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you make any exception in 
favour of liquor needed for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes /—I would 
place liquor just where I whould place laudanum or any other useful drug; I would 
allow people to procure it, where needed, for mechanical and medicinal purposes, but 
surround it with proper restrictions, but everything with a view of leading people to 
sobriety. I cannot tell exactly what would be necessary. 

8386a. Would you favour the manufacture for these purposes, by the Government 
or by private enterprise !—I think the Government should take the thing in hand. 

8387a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for their plant and machinery rendered useless !— 
If the Government should pass a law to render my machinery inoperative or worthless 
to me, I consider that they ought to pay for it; but if I were manufacturing an article 
which was injuring my fellow men, it might be another question. 

8388a. In case of brewers and distillers, would you favour their remuneration !— 
It is possible that liquor might require to be manufactured for medicinal and mechanical 
purposes, and these people might do it. 

8389a. You said you thought it better to commit the manufacture of liquor for 
those purposes to the Government, therefore these people would be deprived of even 
that amount of manufacture. Would you deem it right that they should be remunerated 
for their plant and machinery that would be rendered useless by the enactment of a pro- 
hibitory law ?—It is a question I would rather not answer. 

8390a. Have you considered how the revenue for the Dominion, Provincial and 
municipal purposes would be made up in case of the enactment of such a law ?—I would 
just as soon pay the taxation necessary for the support of the Government as to pay for 
the support of the poor. I have not the least doubt but that in this city I have paid 
more for the support of the poor, both those on the list of paupers and in private charity, 
to those who were suffering from the influence of drink, than I would have to pay as 
my share of direct taxation to support the Government. 

8391a. Take the case of the Dominion revenue, the six or seven million dollars 
which would be lost, how would you propose to make that up ?—I do not pretend to be 
a Finance Minister, but I think I could find a way. 

8392a. In order to secure such a law as you wish for, you would be willing, if need 
be, to submit to direct taxation to meet that amount Certainly I would. 

CHARLES RaYMOND 
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8393a. Do you know any other country in which such a law as you favour is in 
force 7—Not as a whole country. There are some localities where local option has been 
adopted. 

8394a. I mean a law prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale; do you 
know any locality where such a law is in force !—I think it has been discussed in Ger- 
many, but it is not in force. 

8395a. Then you do not know of any country where such a law is in force ?—No. 

8396a. Would you carry prohibition so far as to prevent farmers from making 
fermented wine and cider for their own use ?—I do not see how you could. I think that 
would be encroaching upon personal liberty. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


8397a. Are you not encroaching on personal liberty if you deprive a citizen of the 
right to bring in liquor for his private use, if he does not choose to manufacture it? In 
other words, would it not be class legislation to allow the farmer who has a vineyard or 
orchard to make wine or cider, as the case may be, and not allow the mechanic or the 
merchant to bring in wine, or cider, or beer, for that matter, for their private use !— 
You can draw those things very fine, sometimes so fine that we barely know where we 
are. 

8398a. Would it not be class legislation to let the farmer make and drink wine and 
cider that are intoxicating, while you or I, if we desired wine, would not be permitted 
to purchase it from the farmer nor to import it for our own private use? That is one 
of the things in reference to which we would like to get expressions of opinion from 
leading citizens. What have you got to say about it !—I do not know what I could say. 

8399a. To be consistent, would it not be necessary to prohibit the manufacture of 
even wine and cider, if they are intoxicating !—You would have to deal with the maker 
of the wine if he sold. 

8400a. You would not allow him to sell to his neighbour, but you would allow him 
to make for his own use /—No answer. 

8401a. I think you said that to every impartial mind it was manifest and appa- 
rent that the Scott Act was beneficial /—Yes. 

8402a. Now, as an old resident of Guelph, can you tell us what causes were at 
work that caused a change of three or four hundred votes in this community in three 
years, if the benefits that were accruing to the people from the Scott Act were as appa- 
rent as you believe they were !—Well, from one point of view, the utter worthlessness 
of the machinery which was afforded to temperance men to enforce the law, made it 
impossible for them to form a coalition. 

8403a. What coalition ?—You must understand that the law was only carried by a 
majority of 168 votes, and the whole liquor interests had for their allies those who were 
opposed to the law, and who were almost equally earnest in their endeavours to over- 
throw it. 

8404a. Is it reasonable to assume that those who were lukewarm about the Act, 
were opposed to it? There were many citizens, no doubt, who were careless about the 
Act when it was voted upon the first time, and do you assume they were opposed to it ? 
—No, I do not think so. Ido not think we ever had a heavier vote in the city. Of 
course I have not looked at the figures. 

8405a. The vote to repeal was much heavier, it was nearly 20 per cent more. On 
the first occasion 1,220 votes were cast altogether, of which 694 were for the Act; on 
the question of repeal 1,409 votes were cast, and only 400 against repeal. Now, if the 
Act was accomplishing these good effects, they must have been apparent to other 
observant citizens, and how do you account for the fact that one-third of the votes in 
favour of the Act the first time, fell away the second time ’—Simply because they saw 
the law was useless in its present form. 

8406a. Notwithstanding its uselessness, do you still adhere to the view that its 
good effects were apparent to everybody ’—Certainly I think so. The reason why I 
think it was doing good is because there was less drunkenness and less crime. 

8407a. What does the corporation of the town set apart every year for the relief 
of the poor ?—I am not a member of the Council now. 
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8408a. What was the grant during your time ?—About $1,600. There was besides 
a good deal of private benevolence, and churches and societies gave a good deal. 


By Mr. Gigault: 


8409a. If you would allow a farmer to make his own wine, it is because you believe 
that no harm would result from it ?—You willnot bother me as you did Mr. Cunningham. 
You need not try it. 

8410a. You must draw distinction /—I am not going into hair-splitting. 

841la. If you want to prohibit the manufacture of everything of which an abuse is 
made, you must be logical !—You can raise any amount of legal difficulties and magnify 
them. 

8412a. It is not a legal difficulty, it is a question of principle?—You can’t catch 
me. 

8413a. The principle is the same for the farmer as for anybody else ?—[No 
answer. | 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8414a. That very point is one of the difficulties that has to be met and considered ? 
—Well, you must have lawyers to draw the law, and if they do not get all these things 
right the first time, they must try a second time. That is the way with all laws. It is 
frequently the case, you find. Even with our tariff laws, they don’t always hit it the 
first time, there are always difficulties. But if there is a desire to meet the case, I 
think you will find a way. The temperance sentiment is growing, and I hope we will 
get there soon. 


By Judge McDonald: 


8415a. Is there any further statement you would like to make yourself in regard to 
this matter /—I do not know that there is. I may say that Iam very glad to see that the 
temperance sentiment of the community is growing, and I think the Scott Act helps it 
on. 

8416a. Did you notice after the Scott Act was passed, whether the temperance 
societies relaxed their efforts, considering that they had attained their end 1—I think it 
was just like this: It cost us $500 to pass the law, and $200 to help Mr. Cowan to 
enforce it, and we felt a little as if we had exhausted about all the energies we had to 
spare at that time, and I think every one felt like sitting down for a little while. 


JOHN HARRIS, of Guelph, baker and confectioner, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


8417a. How long have you resided in Guelph ?—I came here in 1837. I resided 
in Toronto a number of years, but I have been here in town since 1846. 

8418a. Have you held any public position?—I was a Councillor for several 
years, and Mayor one year. JI was Mayor in 1874. 

8419a. Have you had experience of any prohibitory law except the Scott Act ?— 
No. 

8420a. What was your experience of the working of that law ?—I did not see a 
great deal of change in the amount of drinking, or rather in the amount of drunkenness. 
I did not see much drinking going on either before or after. I saw considerable drunken- 
ness during the Scott Act period, but whether there was as much as before that time or 
since, I could not say. Perhaps it was more noticeable. 

8421a. Did you see the working of the Scott Act anywhere else than in the city of 
Guelph ?—No. 

CHARLES RayMonp. 
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8422a. How do you find the license law carried out ?—I think fairly well. It 
might be enforced a little better. 

8423a. In what respect ?—There is a good deal of drinking. 

8424a. In prohibited hours, on Saturday night and Sunday %—I see people the 
worse of liquor. I do not think I have been in a tavern myself during prohibited hours, 
for seven years. 

8425a. It has been stated by one witness that some parties who were seen drunk 
upon Sunday, got their liquor upon Saturday, some time before the closing hour came on. 
Do you know whether that is the case !—I do not know. 

8426a. Are you in favour of the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for beverage 
purposes ?—I would not oppose it, if it could be done in such a way that those who are 
engaged in the business would not lose their property. 

8427a. Would you favour remuneration to brewers and distillers for plant and 
machinery rendered useless !—I think it is only right they should be remunerated. 

8428a. In case such a law were passed, would you favour an exception of liquors 
needed for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes ?—I think that would be 
quite proper. 

8429a. Have you considered how the revenue would be made up in case of the 
enactment of such a law!—I have not. At present it is the drinkers who pay the 
money which makes the revenue, and if there was a tax put upon goods that are gener- 
ally used, it would fall more equally upon everybody. 

8430a. You think that would be better ?—It would be more even, I think, because 
the drinkers pay it now. Every man who takes a glass of grog pays a cent to the 
revenue. 

843la. In order to procure such a law, would you be willing to have direct taxa- 
tion put upon the people to make up the amount !/—If that is the only way the revenue 
can be met. I have not considered what would be the better plan. 

8432a. How would you provide for the enforcement of such a law !—I cannot say. 
We found the Scott Act difficult to enforce, and it is difficult strictly to enforce the 
license law now. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8433a. Would you favour the re-enactment of the Scott Act after the experience 
you had of it ?—No, I do not think I would. 

8434a. Would you prefer the license system !—I think it is just as good. During 
the Scott Act I do not know that there was quite as much drinking—at least I did 
not see as many drunkards. But there was a good deal of bad swearing in liquor cases— 
at least so I was told. 


By Mr. Gigault: 


8435a. Was there a good deal of drinking on Sundays when the Scott Act was in 
force 1—I have seen drunken people, I suppose there was considerable drinking. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8436a. Have you seen them drunk on Sunday since the Act was repealed !—Yes. 

8437a. Then there was practically no difference /—If there was any difference, I 
think there was less during the Scott Act, for the reason that some of them could not 
get it. A man that was known to be a hard case could not get it because the tavern- 
keeper would not let him have it. 

8438a. The Act prohibited some people from getting liquor that could get it under 
license /—J presume it did. 
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Rev. WILLIAM HARTLEY, of Guelph, on being duly sworn, deposed as fol- 
lows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


8439a. Of what church are you a member t—Of the Baptist Church. 

84394a. How long have you lived in Guelph ?—Three years. 

8440a. Before that where did you live /—In Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

8441a. Did you live in Philadelphia after the high license law came into force !— 
Yes. The Brooks High License Law. 

8442a. How did you find that law work ?—All over Pennsylvania there was more 
liquor sold under that law than before. It was peddled from door to door, just like 
milk. Of course a larger amount was sold wholesale, not so much, perhaps, retail. 

8443a. Was the number of licenses limited !—The number was reduced from about 
6,000 to 1,500 retail licenses. 

8444a. To what power is the licensing committed !—To some of the Judges. 

8445a. It is taken out of the bands of the municipal authorities !— Yes. 

8446a. You say there was more liquor sold after the law came into force than under 
the old system ?’—Yes. A great many wholesale dealers put on a large number of 
wagons, and liquor was peddled from door to door just like milk. My view of it was 
that there was more liquor sold under those circumstances. 

8447a. How was it as to drunkenness ?!—Perhaps for a few months after the law 
came into force, there might be less, but I think that after that it increased, and statis- 
tics prove that there was more liquor sold. 

8448a. How about Sunday observance !—In some cases I have known whole streets 
where workingmen would get liquor on Saturday night and drink it on Sunday. Hardly 
a person on those streets would go to church. 

“By Mr. Clarke : 

8449a. Was there anything to prevent them from getting in liquor on Saturday 
nights before this high license law was introduced !—No, only it was not taken from 
door to door. 

8450a. Why ?—Because there were more saloons. 

8451a. Was liquor peddled about before the number of saloons was reduced /—No, 
because it was sold in the saloons themselves. 

8452a. Is it better to have liquor sold at the doors than in the saloons ?-—No, sir. 

8453a. You would prefer to have it sold in saloons than to have it peddled about ? 
I prefer neither system. 

8454a. Of the two laws, which was the better, in the interest of temperance ?— 
There was not a great deal to choose. The question put to me by the chairman was 
whether more liquor was sold, and I stated my opinion that there was. It is not a ques- 
tion of my preference, for I have no sympathy with either. 

8455a. Was it advantageous to the cause of morality and temperance that an order 
of things should be introduced under which liquor was peddled from door to door, when 
such a state of things had not existed before ?—No, I do not think it was. 

8456a. Would it be better to have the liquor sold in saloons than to have it peddled 
from door to door !—I won’t undertake to say that. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8457a. Have you had experience of the working of a prohibitory law anywhere ?— 
Yes, under partial ‘local option, in Wisconsin and in “Michigan. 

8458a. How did it work there !—It worked well in the town where I was. We had 
no sales for two years, and the result was that during those two years, houses were 
painted up, fences were fixed, children went to school and wore better clothing, and the 
business of the town was better, even though outside townships sold liquor, and the law 
was operated under great disadvantages. 

8459a. Is that law still in force ?—No. 

Rey. WituiaAM Hart ey. 
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84600. How do you account for its repeal !—The balance was so close between the 
two parties that the friends of the law had to make a continual fight to keep it up. 
Money was spent to break it down. 

8461a. Do you think the people as a whole did not appreciate these beneficial re- 
sults that had followed from the enactment of the law ?—I think the better class of citi- 
zens appreciated them. But the manufacturers of liquor, and the saloon-keepers, and 
those in the business, and those that were careless and apathetic, perhaps, did not ap- 
preciate them. 

8462a. The saloons, I suppose, were closed up while the law was in force, and while: 
those improvements were taking place !—Yes. 

8463a. How did they employ themselves during the two years ?—I do not know 
what they did. Some of them remained and some went out. 

8464a. Were there brewers’ establishments in the town /—No, I think not. 

8465a. What was the name of the town /—Augusta, Wisconsin. 

8466a. What would be the population of that town /—About 2,000. 

8467a. Were the limits lke the limits of an ordinary town !—Yes, it was an ordi- 
nary town. 

8468a. Outside that they were allowed to sell?—In the townships they were al- 
lowed to sell. 

8469a. Did you find as the result that in the townships there were places for sale 
near the town limits !/—Yes, in one or two cases there were places near the town. 

8470a. Did people go out there to get drink?—Some did, who were addicted to 
drink ; but of course those that did not want it very badly, did not go out. 

847la. What was the name of the place in Michigan ?—Troy. 

8472a. Was it the same kind of a law as you had in Wisconsin ?—-I do not exactly 
know what the law was there, only that they could prohibit the lquor traffic if they 
pleased. It was the same sort of population. 

8473a. Did they exercise the right to prohibit !—They did in that town. 

8474a. With what results !—With beneficial results. 

8475a. Did the law in either place prevent people from bringing in liquor into their 


8476a. Did it close up the open saloons ?—Yes. 

8477a. Is that law in force still in Michigan ?—I could not say. 

8478a. Going back to Philadelphia, can you say whether high license had any effect 
in securing a better class of men to hold licenses !’—I cannot say as to that. Of course 
it was a monopoly, and men who were wealthy and able to carry the monopoly, did so, 
I think they just squeezed out a number of the smaller dealers. 

8479a. Has the church of which you are a minister made any declaration on this 
question in the Province of Ontario !—I think so ; just what it is I cannot tell. 

8480a. Individually, do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law, prohibiting 
the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for beverage purposes 1 
—I do. 

848la. Would you except in that case se liquor for mechanical, medicinal and sacra- 
mental purposes ?—I would. 

8482a. Would you favour remuneration to brewers and distillers for the loss of * 
their plant and machinery which would be rendered useless ?—No. 

8483a. As a clergyman visiting among the people, have you found any distress and 
suffering caused to any extent by intemperance 1—I have found more distress and suffer- 
ing from that cause than from all others put together in my pastorate of twenty years. 

8484a. Is there a rule in your church that a member must be a total abstainer ?— 
Do you mean the local church ? 

8485a. Take the local church?—It is understood that our church members are 
total abstainers. I do not know of any that are not. 

8486a. Is membership refused to persons engaged in the liquor traffic !—Yes. 

8487a. It is refused to brewers and distillers ?— Yes. 

8488a. Can each congregation make rules for itself in that respect ?—Yes, each 


church is independent. 
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8489a. Is there any other statement you would like to make yourself in relation to 
this subject !—I have found a great deal of drinking in Guelph, I have found a great 
deal even among families. With regard to these taverns, I know of cases where men 
have been turned out at three o’clock on Sunday morning drunk, and I know a number 
of families where there is great suffering on account of drink. 

8490a. Do you know whether the attention of the police force has been. called to 
these cases /—I do not think so. 

8491a. Has the attention of Inspector Cowan been called to them ?—TI cannot say. 
I think in some of those cases the tavern-keepers have been notified, but apparently it 
makes very little difference. 


ROBERT CUNNINGHAM, of Guelph, Fire Insurance Agent, on being duly 
sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 

8492a. How long have you resided in Guelph ?—About twenty years. 

8493a. Can you tell us from your own observation whether the license law is well 
observed here ?—So far as my experience goes, I would say well. 

8494a. Taking the period when the Scott Act was in force, and the periods before 
and since, in which did most drunkenness prevail, according to your observation ?—I 
think most during the Scott Act. 

8495a. Do you refer to the city or to the county outside ?—I refer to five or six 
counties where the Scott Act was in force. 

8496a. Did you travel through those counties when the Scott Act was in force ?— 
Yes ; and I am conversant with them for thirty years. 

8497a. From your observation before the Scott Act was in force, while it was in 
force, and after it was repealed, do you believe there was more drunkenness during the 
time of the Scott Act in this city and in those counties, than before or after ?—I could 
not give an opinion as regards the amount of liquor sold, but the effects of liquor were 
more noticeable, I am satisfied, during the Scott Act, than before or since. 

8498a. To what do you attribute that ?—I cannot say. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
8499a. What opportunities did you have of ascertaining that condition of things ? 
—TI was travelling through those counties a great deal while the Scott Act was in force. 
I am more confined to my office now. I have been all through Halton, Wellington, 
Waterloo, Huron, Bruce, and some of Dufferin. I stopped invariably at hotels. 
8500a. And from personal experience, in all those counties, you have come to that 
conclusion ?— Yes. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8501la. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for beverage 
purposes ?—I do not, for two reasons. I have yet to learn that evil results from what 
we may call the temperate use of liquors. I have had a very wide experience—few men 
have had such a wide experience, and covering somany years and as much ground—and 
from that experience, I am under the impression that prohibition would not prohibit. 

8502a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery 
rendered useless /—These men have been encouraged by the country, they have been 
encouraged by many of us to-day, and have been encouraged by men who are now 
possibly pressing for a prohibition law. 

8503a. Would you remunerate them ?—I would, certainly. Vested rights should 
be respected. 

Rev. Wm. HaArtTLey. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 


8504a. Why do you think a prohibitory law would not be successful ?—lIt is 
impossible for me to go through the country as much as I have done, stopping at so 
many hotels, without seeing that the law-makers of the country were violators of the 
Scott Act just as much—I will not say just as much—but frequently, as well as the most 
degraded of the country. 

8505a. Would you prohibit the manufacture of liquor for beverage purposes !— You 
cannot prohibit it. 

8506a. And the importation /—Wherever the whiteman goes, sufficient science will 
follow him to manufacture intoxicating drinks. 

8507a. Do you think there would be illicit distillation carried on ?—Tllicit distilla- 
tion and illicit distribution. 

8508a. Have you any further statements you wish to make on this subject ?—Only 
that I think there are many good, well-meaning, zealous men pressing for prohibition 
who, I believe, if they were better acquainted with the country, and had had the expe- 
rience of the Scott Act that I have had, would change their opinion. Men that we 
would trust in any sense of the word will drink whisky illicitly ; and even in court, 
where cases have been tried for selling whisky illicitly, men who would be believed in 
every other circumstance, cannot be trusted on oath. It is a fact hard to account 
for, but it is a most regrettable fact. J am of the impression that we have too many 
licensed houses, and although there are many good men now in the business, I think 
licenses should be granted with more care, and less of them than we have. 


JONATHAN KELLY, of Guelph, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


8509a. How long have you resided in Guelph ?—About 41 years. 

8510a. In what business are you engaged ?—I am not engaged in any business at 
present. For many years I have been Chief of Police in Guelph, but I have now retired 
from that position. 

851la. How did you find the license law carried out while you were Chief of Police ? 
—If you will permit me, I might explain the beginning of it. I first went into that 
position before the Crooks Act came into force. Liquor licenses were controlled by the 
municipality, and I had some difficulty in enforcing the law. However, I did succeed 
fairly well in enforcing it, but there were a great many people who would sell without 
license. The municipal council at that time were in the habit of licensing almost any- 
body. 

“8512a. How did you find the law worked when it was managed in that way 7—Not 
very successfully, I had a good deal of trouble with it. A great many unlicensed places 
started up, but I succeeded pretty well in breaking up that sort of thing. I was the 
first one to suggest to the Ontario Government a change in the law, taking the control 
of licenses out of the hands of the municipality and placing it under a Commission. That 
would be about the year 1872 or 1873. 

_ 8513a@ When the control was transferred to the Province, was there an improve- 
ment /—No doubt. 

8514a. You think it is better, while there is to be a license law, that it should be 
under the management of tbe Provincial Government !—I do. 

8515a. What experience did you have of the working of the Scott Act?’—TI had 
nothing to do with that. 

8516a. As a citizen, how did you find it work 1—I had not a chance to observe it 
a great deal, on account of my health being bad, but I know there were a good many 
complaints both ways. 

8517a. Do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole Dominion, 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage 
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purposes ?—I have seen, in my experience, the effects of the use of liquor in a marked 
degree, and I would favour a prohibitory law. 

8518a. Would you make an exception in favour of liquor needed for medicinal, 
mechanical] and sacramental purposes !—I think I would. 

8519a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for the loss of their plant and machinery rendered 
useless !—That is a matter I could hardly answer. 

8520a. Do you hold office in the city now ?—I am an alderman for one of the wards. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8521la. What was the effect of the adoption of the Scott Act !—From what I saw 
of the Scott Act, there was not as much drunkenness apparent on the streets. 

8522a. Then it was beneficial 1—Yes, in that way. 

8523a. Would you favour its re-enactment, or do you prefer the present system /— 
Of the two, I would prefer the present system. 

8524a. Why ?—Simply because I think the officers are more directly under the 
Government, who are responsible for enforcing the law. Both the Ontario and Dominion 
Governments disclaimed the duty of the enforcement of the Scott Act. 

8525a. But you had the Inspector here doing his duty, and you had the police force 
aiding him !—There were a great many complaints about its not being properly enforced, 
and complaints in the way in which it was enforced. 

8526a. Are there complaints now about the non-enforcement of the license law ?— 
There are some. 

8527a. As many as about the enforcement of the Scott Act !—I think not ; not to 
my knowledge. 

8528a. Of the two systems, you think you would prefer license to the Scott Act, 
owing to the way in which the latter was enforced /—Yes. 

8529a. What kind of offences were caused by the use of liquor ?—There were a 
great many cases of assault and battery, and of violence against the person. 

8530a. Taking cases of robbery, forgery and arson ?—I had a great deal of experi- 
ence in that line, and I found that, as a rule, those criminals were not much addicted to 
drink. They were pretty sharp. I was troubled a great deal with wife-beaters, through 
the influence of liquor, but men who were guilty of burglary and arson were of a different 
stamp of criminals. I have found that this sort of criminals runs in different classes. 
For instance, you will hardly ever find a burglar committing any other sort of crime, 
and men who are in the habit of stealing horses generally stick to that business. I 
remember I had to handle two murder cases, and both were caused by drink. 


The Commission adjourned. 


JONANHAN KELLY. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 517 


OWEN SOUND, October, 20, 1893. 


The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic met here this day at 10 a. m. 
Present : 


JUDGE McDona.p. Mr. E. F. CLiarKke. Mr. G. A. GIGAULT. 


CHARLES H. MOORE, of Owen Sound, Sheriff, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


853la. You reside in Owen Sound ?—I do. 

8532a. How long have you resided here !—Thirty-one years. 

§533a. You are Sheriff of the county ?—Yes. 

8534a. How long have you been Sheriff !—Over thirteen years. 

8535a. Do your duties call you through the county a good deal!—Formerly ; not now. 

8536a. Is your outer work done by assistants /—Yes. 

8537a. His Worship the Mayor not being present, we are not able to obtain from 
him some information we desired, and will ask you as an old citizen. What in round 
numbers is the population of your town !—Somewhere in the neighbourhood of 7,000 or 
more. 

8538a. Have you a law-abiding and orderly people here 1—I think so. 

8539a. Have you many industries carried on in the town?—Some. We have two 
or three foundries and a chair factory : these are the principal industries. 

8540a. You have had quite a large ship-building industry here!—Yes. That is 
greatly diminished. 

8541a. You still have a large shipping trade here, I suppose ?—Yes, a large ship- 
ping trade. 

8542a, Did the ship-building industry bring many workingmen to the town ?—At 
one time it did. 

8543a. And I suppose the shipping trade brings a good many sailors /—Yes, 

8544a. So that you have had and now have in your community different elements 
of population ?—Yes. 

8545a. And taking these all into consideration, you believe you can call this a law- 
abiding and orderly community 1—I think so. 

8546a. How is it as to sobriety ?—I think it will compare favourably with other 
communities of similar population. 

8547a. Do you know how large a police force is maintained in the town !—There 
are three constables—a chief and two assistants. 

8548a, Taking your experience as High Sheriff of the county, extending over a 
period of ten years, have you found that crime has decreased in this community /—It 
has unmistakeably. 

8549a. Have you as a citizen observed whether there is a growing temperance senti- 
ment and temperance habit in the community !—Yes, the drinking usages of society 
have greatly improved. 

8550a. Have you noticed whether the influence of the different religious com- 
munions and of temperance societies has exercised a good effect in producing that state 
of things?—I think so. The advocacy of moral principles and temperance has had a 
beneficial effect. 

8551la. We understand that this county is now under the operation of the Ontario 
License Law !—Yes. 

8552a. Have you many licensed places in Owen Sound !—I think there are twelve 
or thirteen. 
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8553a. Have you ever had a prohibitory law in force in this county ?—At one time 
we had the Dunkin Act. 

8554a. How long ago was that ?/—I think somewhere in the neighbourhood of 1875 
or 1876. 

8555a. How long did it continue in force ?—The time fixed by the statute. I can 
hardly recollect the period just now. 

8556a. Did it cease to have effect by effluxion of time, or by the vote of the people 
against it /—I think it was repealed by the vote of the people. 

8557a. Have you ever had the Scott Act in force in this county !—No. 

8558a. As a citizen, what was your experience of the working of the Dunkin Act? 
—Very unsatisfactory indeed. 

8559a. In what way was it unsatisfactory /—As near as I can understand, there 
was a larger consumption of liquor during the enforcement of the Act than previously 
and a general demoralization. 

8560a. Did you notice whether, when that Act was in force, more places were en- 
gaged in the traffic than there were under the license law ?—I was privately informed 
of a much larger number where liquor could be obtained at all times, and in addition to 
that it was generally carried around on the person to a very large extent. 

8561a. Was drunkenness apparent at all in the community during that time ?— 
Well, I think so. I think it was very evident. 

8562a. It was not banished from the community, then, by that law ?—Oh, no. 

8563a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law elsewhere 
than in this county /—Yes, in the County of Bruce during the time the Scott Act was 
in force. I had occasion to go there frequently, and liquor was openly consumed during 
the whole time of the enforcement of the Act in that county. 

8564a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion 
prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage 
purposes !—I do not. 

8565a. In case such a law were enacted, would you deem it right that brewers and 
distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ?—I think so, 
undoubtedly. 

8566a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself on that subject !— 
I am totally opposed to any legislation of that character. It is an invasion of the rights 
of the individual, and is not calculated to build up stability of character. It does not 
teach self-reliance, and the growth of the moral character of the individual must depend 
on his being fortified through persuasion and example. 

8566La. Taking the cases that come before the criminal courts of the county, 
can you say how large a proportion of them may be attributed either directly or indi- 
rectly to intemperance ?—I do not think they are directly traceable to drunkenness. 
Cases of larceny and others of that stamp would originate in individuals without stimu- 
lants or exciting causes. 

8567a. How is it with cases of assault ’—In a number of cases decided in court 
there was nothing traceable to the use of liquor at all—in the rural districts. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8568a. Did you have any total abstainers before the courts for assaults and crimes 
against the person ?—I think fully as much of one as the other. 

8569a. What has been your experience as a public officer with regard to the more 
serious offences, such as burglary, arson and forgery? Have they been committed by 
total abstainers or parties who drink !—They have been committed by parties who were 
either tota: abstainers or moderate drinkers. They are criminals, apart altogether from 
drinking habits. 

8570a. How about juvenile crime !—That is confined to towns almost exclusively. 
I suppose there are more in this town than in other parts of the county. 

8571. Have you looked into the causes that prompt juveniles to commit crime? 
It has been, I think, traceable to parental mis-government—bad example at home. 

CuHarLEs H. Moore. 
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8572a. When you say bad example, do you mean the drinking habits of the parents ? 
—Yes, intemperance partly, and also idleness on the part of the parents, and neglect of 
the children. 

8573a. Was there any movement made, after the experience this county had of the 
Dunkin Act, to bring the Scott Act into force /—Yes, there was. Petitions were got up in 
different parts of the county, but there was some irregularity about the headings of the 
petitions, and the whole petition was thrown out when presented. 

8574a. Apart from the irregularity you speak of, were the petitions signed suffi- 
ciently to justify a vote being taken !—I understand that they had secured the proper 
number, but it was contended on the other side that the names had been repeated. Bu 
that is a question others can speak more definitely about. > 

8575a. Would that fact of a large number of names having been obtained to a 
petition asking for the submission of the Scott Act be indicative of a wish on the part of 
the people of Grey, notwithstanding their experience of the Dunkin Act, to have another 
prohibitory Jaw put into operation /—Well, it is pretty hard to trace what is the cause 
that induces people to sign petitions so thoughtlessly as they do. They have nothing 
definite in view: they are prepared to sign anything that is presented, more or less. I 
judge that the public mind on such matters is rather fickle—no stability about it. 

8576a. But after a petition has been signed and a vote has been taken, what value 
do you place on the vote of a county or a community !—I do not think public sentiment 
would enable the authorities to enforce it properly. 

8577a. Is there much weight or importance to be attached to these votes as a gauge 
of public opinion in regard to the enforcement of prohibition !—I don’t think so. 

8578a. When the Scott Act was voted on in Bruce, 3,180 voted against it and 4,501 
for it, a majority of 1,312 for the Act; three years afterwards there was a majority of 
1,392 in favour of its repeal. In the face of that very large majority in favour of the 
Act, why was it not enforced? Were the difficulties in the Act itself? Could you suggest 
any amendments that would make it more workable and more desirable !—It seems to 
me there was no desire in the public mind to have it enforced. No active steps were 
taken on the part of any section of the community to see that it was enforced and 
properly carried out. After the passage of it, the public mind seemed to be altogether 
passive during the whole time it was in force. 

8579a. Was there a cessation of active temperance work after the passage of the 
Act 1—That was what I judge, because the sale was so open in all public houses ; there 
was no attempt toconceal it. I saw that myself repeatedly in Bruce. 

8580a. How about the working of the license law !—I think it works satisfactorily, 
so far as this county is concerned. 

8581la. In there much violation of it?—I cannot say that I have detected any of 
it myself. But there are other officials whose duty is to look more closely after the 
enforcement of the Act, and who will be better able to state the actual condition of 
things. 

8582a. Have you any saloons here !—No, no saloons. 

8583a. Would you favour the granting of licenses to saloons !—No. 

8584a. Do you approve of billiard parlours and billiard tables in connection with 
licensed houses /—No, I do not. 

8585a. Would you separate them from places where liquors are sold !—Yes. 

8586a. Are there any amendments or improvements to the license law that you 
could suggest in the interest of temperance !—-Nothing I can think of. 

8587a. Would you favour a further curtailment of the number of places where liquor 
is sold or of the hours of sale?—I think that will govern itself, because if there is an 
increased temperance sentiment in the community, that will regulate the number of 
houses. 

8588a. The Council have power now to reduce the number by a popular vote !— Yes. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


8589a. What is the number of persons at present in the jail /—Something like ten. 
They vary from day to day. 
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8590a. Do you know how many you had in 1875 and 1876 ?—I could not recall 
that now. 

8591a. Could the jailer give us that information !— Yes. 

8592a. Will you be kind enough to ask him to furnish us with a statement cover- 
ing the period from 1875 till now, of the number of commitments for each year, the 
crimes for which the prisoners were committed, and the number of prisoners confined at 
the end of each year !—I will do so. 

8593a. Do you know whether from 1875 to the present time the population of this 
county has increased or decreased ?—It increased up to 1889 or 1890, and then after the 
boom collapsed, there was a diminution in the population. 

8594a. Do you know if the population of the county is now less than it was in 
1875 ’—I would not say as to that; but the population has diminished in the county in 
the last five years. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8595a. Do you recollect if business generally was better through the county during 
the Dunkin Act period ?—I think it was somewhat demoralized in a way. 

8596a. I speak of business apart altogether from the liquor traffic—dry goods, 
boots and shoes, groceries, hardware and the like ?—I would not like to say as to that. 
That is a matter a business man could speak of with more certainty. 

8597a. I understood you to say there was no effort made on the part of the authori- 
ties to enforce the Dunkin Act ?—Oh yes, there was an effort made in this county to 
enforce the Dunkin Act, on the part of certain officials. 

8598a. Did the machinery break down ? Was there any weak point in the machin- 
ery, or what was the trouble ?—There was a constant wrangling going on between those 
engaged in running public houses and the Inspector, and there was a very bad state of 
feeling created. 

8599a. Was this non-enforcement attributed in any degree to the lack of public 
sentiment !—I think the public sentiment was pretty well divided. Hach side had very 
strong supporters, of course. 

8600a. But the law having been voted on and having gone into force, the officials 
were of course in duty bound to enforce it, no matter what influences were brought to 
bear against them ?— Well, they met with great difficulties in enforcing it. 

8601la. Greater difficulties than in enforcing other laws—laws against theft, town 
by-laws, and so forth. 


GEORGE SPENCER, of Owen Sound, Police Magistrate, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows : 


by Judge McDonald : 


8602a. You reside in Owen Sound ?—Yes. 

8603a. You are Police Magistrate of the town ?—Yes. 

8604a. How long have you held that office ?—Seventeen years. 

8605a. Were you in business of any kind before that ?—Yes, I was a Justice of the 
Peace in the County of Grey for sixteen years before that. 

8606a. And you are still a Justice of the Peace ?—And still a Justice of the Peace. 
I have been a Magistrate altogether since 1860, that is thirty-four years. 

8607a. Speaking as a citizen, do you find that the license law is fairly well observed 
in Owen Sound ?—Yes, fairly well observed. 

8608a. Speaking as a Magistrate, have you many cases brought before you of licen- 
sees charged with not observing the provisions of the license law, and of other persons 
charged with selling without license?—No. Taking population into account, I think we 
compare favourably with any other town in the Province or the Dominion. 

CuHarLes H. Moore. 
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86090. What is the character of the population with regard to law and order ?—I 
think we have a very law-abiding population. 

8610a. We understand from the Sheriff that you have elements of population that 
do not exist in other towns ?—Yes, we are a seaport town, and have a sea-going popula- 
tion who are restless and unsettled, and yet, even with that, I think we compare favour- 
ably with any other place. 

86lla. Taking the cases of all kinds that come before you as a Magistrate, do you 
find that any large proportion is to be attributed to intemperance ?—A certain propor- 
tion is to be attributed to intemperance, I cannot say what percentage. I suppose 30 or 
40 per cent. 

8612a. That is to say, I suppose in a great many cases drunkenness is the offence 
charged !—Yes. 

8613a. Taking the other cases, can any large proportion be attributed to intemper- 
ance ?—Possibly 20 per cent. ; 

8614a. It has been suggested that persons addicted to drink will steal some small 
article with which to get liquor. Have you cases of that kind here ?—Very seldom. 
Sometimes men will say they were drunk when they committed the crime. My experi- 
ence is that drunkenness is not often the cause of larceny. 

8615a. ‘Take the more serious offences, such as burglary, arson, forgery !—I think 
drunkenness has very little to do with such cases. 

. 8616a. What about the habits of persons charged with such offences?—They are 
very various. There are persons highly educated and others all the way down to the 
very illiterate. 

8617a. How about their habits as to drunkenness !—I think drunkenness has very 
little to do with that class of crime. It seems to me that drunkenness leads to petty 
infractions of the law. 

8618a. Have you noticed what are the principal causes that lead to crime ina com- 
munity —There are three or four. Certainly drunkenness is one ; revenge is another ; 
greed is another ; insanity is another. 

8619a. Do you find that idleness has anything to do with it?—Idleness is 
possibly the primary motive, and then covetousness comes in as a secondary motive. The 
man is idle and cannot get what he wants without stealing, and then he steals. 

8629a. You lived here during the time the Dunkin Act was in force ?—I was Police 
Magistrate at that time. 

8621la. How did you find that law observed ?—Oh, it was not observed at all, as far 
as this town was concerned. 

8622a. Was there open sale going on !—AlImost so. 

8623a. Many cases ?— Yes. 

8624a. More than under the license law ?!—Yes. It was general demoralization so 
far as liquor went. JI found men sitting in the gutter with bottles of liquor in their 
possession, and you could not find where they had got them. They got them under- 
ground. 

8625a. Were persons charged with selling who had previously held licenses !—Oh, 
yes. It was terrible. Mobs in the streets were not uncommon. I look back almost 
with horror to the eighteen or twenty months during which that Act was in force here. 

8626a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Act ?—Public opinion. 

8627a. Did you notice whether in the cases that came before you under that Act 
there was a great amount of perjury /—Oh, yes, a great deal, indeed. 

8628. More than in other cases ?—Oh, yes. It seemed to me that persons who 
would not tell a falsehood ordinarily, did not think it any harm to perjure themselves in 
cases under the Dunkin Act. 

8629a. Do you find the same state of things in prosecutions under the license law ? 
—Oh, yes, to a certain extent. We do not expect anything but quibbles and evasions 
in liquor cases. 

8630a. Have you had experience of the working of a prohibitory law, elsewhere 
than in this county /—I have been two or three times in prohibition States, and I have 
remarked the same thing there. I was down in the State of Maine in 1884, and saw 
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liquor sold openly there. The shops and bars were quite open, and bottles of whisky 
and gin were exposed in the windows the same as drugs. 

8631la. In what place was that !—Portland. 

8632a, Were you in any other place in Maine /—-No. 

8633a. Were you in any other prohibition State !—I was in Iowa between 1878 and 
1884. 

8634a. What did you find there !—I found that all you had to do to get liquor, was 
to go into the cellar. 

8635a. What towns were you in, in Iowa ?—Cedar Rapids. 

8636a. Have you reason to believe that there is much illicit sale going on in Owen 
- Sound at the present time ?—No, I do not think there is any illicit sale. There is one 
man in this town who is suspected of selling on the sly, but I do not suppose that the 
License Inspector knows that he does. Otherwise I should say there is none. 

8637a. Do you think you have too many licensed places in Owen Sound, at the 
present time !—No, I do not. 

8638a. Have you any places called saloons where the accommodations for travellers 
are not required !—No, there are no saloons in this town. 

8639a. As between saloons and hotels, which would you prefer ?—The hotel. I 
would not be in favour of licensing places exclusively for the sale of liquor, at all. 

8640a. A great many strong advocates of temperance would prefer the saloon to the 
hotel bar, for this reason : they say that the saloon being simply a place where men go 
to get drink, a great many young men who would not go there, go to hotels to see travel- 
lers, and being there get into the habit of drinking. Looking at the matter in that way, 
what would be your opinion !—Such would not be my opinion. 

8641a. What‘do you think of separating billiard halls from places where liquor is 
sold /—It is something I have not thought of. We have none in this town. 

8642a. Do you yourself favour a prohibitory law for the Dominion, prohibiting the 
importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes !—No. 

8643a. In case such a law were enacted, would you deem it right that brewers and 
distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery that would be rendered useless ? 
—Yes, I think so. 

8644a. Is there any other statement that you would like to make yourself /—No. 

8645a. Are there any amendments to the license law that you would suggest /— 
Yes, I would like to see the procedure made simpler, so that a Magistrate would not be 
bothered with half a dozen different kinds of procedure. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


8646a. Do you remember by what vote the Dunkin Act was repealed /—No, I 
cannot recollect. 

8647a. Was it alarge vote ?—I cannot recollect that. 

8648a. Did you have any experience of the working of the Scott Act ?—None. 

8649a. Have you many minors coming before you for offences /—Oh, yes. 

8650a. To what do you attribute their presence in the court?—I attribute it to 
the extraordinarily loose way in which boys in this generation are allowed to grow up. 

865la. Lack of parental authority /—Yes, lack of parental control and all other 
control almost. Boys do as they like now, and nobody seems to control them. 

8652a. To what do you attribute the lack of control on the part of parents /—I 
don’t know to what to attribute it. It has grown up gradually in the last thirty or 
forty years. 

8653a. Family infelicity 7—It seems to be universal. 

8654a. Drunkenness /—In some cases. 

8655a. Do you find any large proportion of the juvenile criminals that come before 
you to be the children of drunken parents !—Yes, possibly forty per cent. When I am 
talking of boys, it is for petty trespasses, breaches of by-laws and such things that they 
are brought up. There are not many cases of larceny brought before me, possibly ten 
in the year. 

GEORGE SPENCER. 


| a eee 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 523 


8656a. Are these children of drinking parents ?’—Some of them. Some of them 
are boys of washerwomen. They will not go to school, and they get pilfering around 
the wharfs until they are brought before me. The third time they appear before me I 
send them to the Reformatory or Industrial School. 

8657a. Do you approve of the present system of dealing with the people who are 
brought before you repeatedly for drunkenness committing them to jai] for ten, twenty 
or thirty days ’—No, I do not. 

8658a. Does it result in any permanent benefit !—It does not. 

8659a. What system of dealing with them do you advocate ?—I have thought they 
might be committed for an indefinite term ; but if they were, they would not be under 
the eye of the Magistrate. 

8660a. Do you think the establishment of hospitals or sanitariums, where they would 
be treated would be beneficial ?—I would favour that. 

866la. Do you think it would exercise permanently beneficial effect /—I doubt the 
permanent benefit. I think the proportion of alcoholists who reform is very small. 

8662a. You think drunkenness is a disease, then !—Yes, I think drunkenness is really 
a disease that ought to be called alcoholism, or something like that. 

8663a. Do you think the penalties for violation of the license law are sufliciently 
severe !—I think they are. 

8664a. Would you favour imposing severer penalties, such as the withdrawal of the 
license after the first offence /—-No, I would not. For an inn-keeper may, through good 
nature or compassion, give a person liquor as medicine in prohibited hours, and be fined 
for it. Under the present law I think a man loses his license after the third conviction. 
I should not like to make it any severer than that. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


8665a. Have crimes increased or decreased in this county ?—They have decreased 
on the whole, in proportion to the population. My experience, I may say, goes no fur- 
ther than the town, except by hearsay. The population of this town is now about 
7,400 : when I first became Police Magistrate it was only 4,000 ; yet crime has decreased. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8666a. A Police Magistrate in Eastern Ontario recently suggested to me that one 
of the causes of the increase of juvenile offences was that children were so much more 
on the streets now then they were in former times. What is your view as to that /—I 
think so. 

8667a. He further expressed the belief that in the changed habits of the people, 
the heads of famillies went out so much in the evenings to meetings of various kinds 
that to a certain extent home-life was done away, and this led to the children also going 
out !—That is a subject I had not thought of. I think it is very probable. 

8668a. Are you able to say whether there is much poverty in Owen Sound? —I do 
not think there is so much poverty in Owen Sound as in some places., , 

8669a. In the discharge of your duties, are you brought into contact with many 
cases of poverty ?—Not very often. I think most people in this town have a way of 
getting a living. 

8670a. And those that you are brought into contact with !—Those that come before 
me are mostly tramps. 

8671la. Are you able to say whether intemperance has to do with the poverty of 
those people ?—I think partly. I will explain what I mean. Most of these tramps 
that come before me are labouring men who have never been married and settled, but 
have worked as railway navvies or wharf rats or in the lumber camps all their lives, and 
wander about from town to town. When they go to work in the woods or on the rail- 
way, they get nominally so much a day ; but they find at the end of a month that the 
boarding-house keeper has such a bill against them that they come away with scarcely 
any money. Then they come to a town like this, and when they get destitute they come 
to the courts. 

8672a. Do you think the closing up of the licensed places would do away with that 
class of people ?—Oh yes. If there were none, they would not get the drink. 
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8673a. So you think they would be benefited by a prohibitory law?—I do not say 
that. There might be some other condition arise that would be more intolerable than 
that. 

8674a. If these tramps could not find a place where they could get liquor, they 
would have to remain sober ?—They would. 

8675a. In their particular case it would be an advantage ?—In their particular case 
it would be an advantage. But there might be homes where such men would be looked 
after. In the old country there are ladies that look after them. In my own town, 
Portsmouth, there was a sailor’s home, and savings banks, and everything else. 

8676a. Have you noticed, where the liquor traffic is carried on, whether it has any 
effect on other industrial pursuits in the community !—I have never taken that into 
consideration. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8677a. If all the taverns were closed up, do you think there would be more money 
to spend on groceries, dry goods and boots and shoes !—No, I do not think so. Yet, 
there might be, to a certain extent, with a low class of people who, if they could not 
spend money on liquor, would spend it on necessaries. 

8678a. That would be a great improvement !/—A great improvement in their parti- 
cular case. 

8679a. Did you notice whether a general improvement in those classes of business 
followed the enactment of the Dunkin Act?—I cannot recollect that. It was about 
sixteen years ago that the Dunkin Act was in force. My impression is that about 1875 
1876, 1877 or 1878, times were much better in Owen Sound than now ; but I do not 
attribute it to the Dunkin Act or want of the Dunkin Act. Times were certainly bet- 
ter; there was not so much competition in business as there is now. 

8680a. Has there been a diminution in the number of wayside inns or taverns, in the 
county, in those sixteen years!—I don’t know. I have not travelled through the 
county. 

868la. Have you been in Bruce or other counties, when the Scott Act was in force 
in them?—No. 


By Mr. Grgault : 


8682a. Did I understand you to say that tramps would be benefited if the licen- 
sed places were closed ?—Some of them. If a man came down from the lumber bush and 
in three or four days drank himself into delirium tremens, as one of them did last year, 
he would be benefited. 

8683a. Do you think he would be benefited by prohibition ?—A man like that 
would. 

8684a. Do you think that under the Dunkin Act it would have been as easy for 
these meh to obtain liquor as now ?—Yes, and much worse liquor. 

8685a. How do you say, then, that these men would be benefited by prohibition ? 
—I mean if the law were observed. What I mean is that you may pass a prohibitory 
act, but you will never stop the sale of liquor without moral suasion ; you must educate 
people up to it. The advance towards temperance has been more or less in the last forty 
years, and if we continue to improve in the same ratio for forty years longer, scarcely 
any liquor will be drunk at all. 

8686a. But if prohibition would not work better than the Dunkin Act would 
tramps be benefited ?—No, they would not be benefited. Of course, the supposition I 
spoke on was, that the law would be observed and there would be no liquor. To accom- 
plish that you must enforce the prohibitory law in the whole Dominion, and you would 
need guards to enforce it. 

8687a. Do you think there would be much smuggling of liquor ?—Of course there 
would. 

8688a. Would smuggling be easy ?—That would depend on the number of officers 
the Government kept to watch it. 

GEORGE SPENCER. 
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8689a. Do you think that smuggling would be easy in the Georgian Bay ?—Very 
easy. 

8690a. Do you think it would require a very large nuinber of officers to prevent 
smuggling !/—Yes, an army. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


8691la. If we had prohibition of the importation, manufacture and sale for the 
whole Dominion, would you deprive farmers of the privilege of making cider from their 
own apples, or wine from their own grapes, for their own use ?—If it were possible to 
imagine such a thing, I would not deprive anybody of the privilege either of brewing or 
distilling for their own use. 


WILLIAM R. ARMSTRONG, of Owen Sound, Clerk of the Peace, on being duly 
sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


8692a. You reside in Owen Sound ?—Yes, and have done so for forty years. 

8693a. You are a barrister, and hold the positions of County Crown Attorney and 
Clerk of the Peace for the County of Grey !—Yes. 

8694a. How long have you held these official positions !—I have held the position 
of Clerk of the Peace for nearly four years, and that of County Crown Attorney for afew 
months. 

8695a. As County Crown Attorney it is your duty to prosecute local criminal offen- 
ces !—It is. 

8696a. Have you acted also as Crown Officer !—I have not yet. The Government 
appointed another. I was not a prominent politician, and was not appointed. 

8697a. You act at the County Judge’s Criminal Court, at the Sessions, and occasi- 
onally at the Police Court /—Yes. 

8698a. Taking the cases you have had to deal with, have you found that any large 
proportion of them are to be attributed to intemperance /—I could not say that. The 
jailer always takes note of those who are intemperate ; I do not. 

8699a. I am not speaking of the habits of the people, but as to whether the offen- 
ces with which you have to deal are to be attributed to any extent to intemperance /—I 
could not say as to that at all. I have had very few cases to deal with yet; but in 
those I have had, the men had not the appearance of drinking men, at least very few of 
them. 

8700a. As Clerk of the Peace you receive the records of convictions from Justices 
of the Peace ?—I do, and publish.them quarterly. 

870la. Taking those returns and speaking from your recollection, are any large 
proportion of the offences caused by intemperance, that is, drunkenness or offences arising 
out of drunkenness !—Occasionally a man will be fined for being drunk and disorderly ; 
but the proportion is certainly small. I could let you have the printed sheets for two 
or three years back. 

8702a. If you will kindly send them by mail to our Secretary, that will do. Is it 
your duty to attend to the prosecution of cases for the infraction of the license law—for 
instance, where people are charged with having sold in prohibited hours ?’—No, I have 
nothing to do with that. Mr. Spencer attends to it for the town, and any Magistrate 
has power under the statute. 

8703a. As a citizen, had you experience of the working of the Dunkin Act in the 
County of Grey ?/—Well, no, I cannot say that I had any particular experience any 
more than any other citizen. 

8704a. As a citizen, did you notice how it was observed ’—Well, I am very lame, 
and very seldom go up town, and I really did not observe what might be going on. 


A 


a 


526 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


8705a. Did you notice whether there was any great amount of drunkenness to be 
seen in the community !—From what I have heard of’ other places, I set down Owen 
Sound as a very sober place. 

8706a. You found it sober during the Dunkin Act period too ?—I cannot say as to 
that point. 

8707a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dom- 
inion, preventing the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes ?—I do not favour it. I think it is a right of private judgment, as to 
which no man has a right to interfere with another. 

8708a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery that would be rendered 
useless !—I should say so, decidedly. 

8709a. Is there any suggestion or statement you would like to make yourself ?—I 
would suggest this, that those who are favourable to doing away with the amount of 
revenue that is now derived from the sale of liquors should consent to be taxed them 
selves to make up the deficiency, 


By Mr. Gigault : 


8710a. Do you know if, since 1875, the population of this county has increased or 
decreased !—The County Clerk will be able to tell you as to that, no doubt; but for my 
part, I do not recollect what the census was previous to that time, and what it is now. 
I know that a great number have gone off from the county to Manitoba and the North- 
west. 


JAMES McLAUGHLIN, of Owen Sound, President of the Board of Trade, on 
peing duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


871la. Where do you reside ?—In Owen Sound. 

8712a. You are President of the Board of Trade 1—Yes. 

8713a. What is your business or occupation ?—Confectioner and biscuit manu- 
facturer. 

8714a. How long have you resided in Owen Sound !—Thirty-three years. 

8715a. During that time you have been engaged in business?—Yes, steadily in 
this place. 

8716. During the time you have lived in Owen Sound have you found the indus- 
tries of the place steadily maintained /—Steadily increasing. 

8717a. We understand there has recently been a change in the ship-building 
industry ?—That was of short duration to us. 

8718a. The other industries have kept up ?—Yes, and have been improving. 

8719a. Do you find that the shipping trade is increasing here !—Yes, very rapidly. 

8720a. Have you observed, as a citizen, whether the provisions of the license law 
are fairly well carried out here; that is, as to closing on Saturday night and Sunday ?— 
As far as I am able to ascertain, they are well carried out. On Sundays, I never happen 
to have any business around a hotel, and so I am not sure as to that. 

8721a. Is the town on Sunday quiet and orderly !—Yes. 

8722a. Have you found during your residence in Owen Sound that there has been 
a growth of temperance sentiment and habit in the community /—I think morally there 
is a better sentiment. 

8723a. Do you find that the various religious communities and temperance societies 
have been working effectively to that end ?—Yes. 

8724a, Have you noticed whether the liquor traffic as carried on in this community 
has any effect upon the other business interests of the town, whether detrimentally or 
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beneficially ?—I do not think that at present it is detrimental to any other business in 
town. 

8725a. You resided here when the Dunkin Act was in force ?—I did. 

8726a. What was your experience of it !—It was a very bad one indeed. 

8727a. What were the difficulties !—The law was not carried out. Every person 
seemed to take delight in using ardent spirits ; they avoided drinking the lighter drinks. 
They seemed to take perfect delight in violating the law. Men who at other times would 
be ashamed to be seen the worse of liquor rather gloried, at that time, in being seen the 
worse of liquor. 

8728a. Had you reason to believe that many people were engaged in the sale of 
liquor in those days ’—All the places that had been used as licensed hotels were, and 
numerous other places besides. It was kept behind soda biscuit boxes, and under 
counters in stores. In almost every store that kept groceries, you could get liquor. 

8729a. Was drunkenness to be seen in the streets during that time !—Oh, yes, too 
much of it. 

8730a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the law !—I think to general disgust. 
People got it into their heads that the law was a failure. A great many men who had 
voted for the Act were the first violators of it, encouraging the sale of liquor without a 
license. 

873la. Have you much poverty in this community ?—No, I think we are pretty 
well clear of it. 

8732a. Have you, as a business man, noticed whether the poverty that exists in the 
community may be in any degree attributed to intemperance !—No, I think the most of 
it is to be attributed to idleness. 

8733a. How is it in your own business —Our men are very comfortable and very 
steady. We have not an ardent spirit-drinker in the shop. 

8734a. Have you any rule regarding drinking men !—If we find a man who shows 
the effects of liquor, that is the last he is there. 

8735a. Do you require your men to be total abstainers /—No, but they must be 
temperate. 

8736a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself on this subject !— 
Not any. 

8737a, Are there any amendments to the license law that you would suggest ?— 
No. I have not given the License Act any attention. 

8738a. In case either the saloon or the hotel license had to be dispensed with, 
which would you deem it better should be retained !—I would retain the hotels by all 
means. 

8739a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dom- 
inion, prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes !—If you could do away with intoxicating liquors altogether, it would 
be all right; but I would not like a repetition of the Dunkin Act, if you call that a 
prohibitory law. 

8740a. Would you favour a prohibitory law for the whole Dominion ?—Yes, if it 
were properly carried out. I do not think that Britons, as a rule, like to be interfered 
with in having what they like, and it is likely that many small private stills, such as 
they have in Scotland, would be used, and the Dominion would get no revenue from 
them. 

8741a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery that would be rendered 
useless !— Yes. 

8742a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you make it go so far as to 
prevent farmers making wine from their grapes, and cider from their apples, for their 
own use !—No, I would give the farmer full liberty. He is so poor now that he wants 
everythiag he can get to help him along. 

8743a. Would you under such a law allow the private citizen to import, from the 
United States or elsewhere, liquor for his own use in his own house ?—It would be pretty 
difficult to answer. That private house might become a public house. 
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8744a. If the farmer may make his own wine or cider, or have his private still, why 
should the other citizen who happens to live in a town or city be put upon a different 
basis ?—Have you considered whether that would be a practical difficulty in the way of 
the enforcement of the law !—I think it would. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


8745a. Under the Dunkin Act, were the Sundays more orderly than they are now 4 
= No; 

8746a. Was there more disorder on Sundays !—Yes. 

8747a. More drunkenness ?— Yes. 

8748a. If we had prohibition, do you think smuggling would be carried on very 
extensively ’—J think it would. I think illicit stills would become very numerous in 
this section of the country. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


8749a. Would that be a better state of things, than a license law, rigidly enforced 
and properly observed, would be /—I would prefer the license law. 

8750a. Of course, probably the difficulties of enforcing a national prohibitory law 
would not be as great as the difficulties of enforcing the Dunkin Act, because under the 
Dunkin Act liquors were sold in the counties about you, whereas under national prohibi- 
tion all such sales would be prohibited ?—Unless the people themselves turn out and 
help to carry the law, there is no use of the Legislature enacting it. Unless the people 
themselves help to carry out the laws, it is no matter how vigilant the officers are. 

8751a. How can you account for it that after the law is carried, there is no attempt 
on, the part of those who aided in carrying it to enforce it /—The feeling in this county 
was that we had never had this Temperance Act in force here, and if it was going to do 
any good, it was worth trying, and if we found that it did no good, we could repeal it. 
That is how we had the large majority for the Act in this county, and you can see how 
soon the people repealed it. The hotels were closed to the farmers in the rural villages : 
they could not get shed accommodation for their horses. A man could not aftord to 
keep a warm room for them and sheds for their horses. They were the sufferers. The 
people of Owen Sound suffered, too, because the farmers would not come here: they 
found that the houses were not as well kept as formerly ; there were more noises in the 
houses. There were a hundred and one things they had to complain of. 

8752a. If there was free sale during the Dunkin Act period, the hotel-keepers did 
not have to pay any license fee, and they must have been making money. Why, then, 
could they not afford to give the farmers the same accommodation ?—They did not seem 
to take the same interest in it. 

8753a. Was the vote on the repeal of the Dunkin Act in this county an indication 
that the people of this county did not want prohibition, or that they were unfavourable 
to that law /—I could not say on which side they looked at it; but my impression was 
that they were in favour of going back to the old state of things, with a good license 
law properly administered and carried out, which I think we now have. 

8754a. Would you favour a further diminution in the number of licensed places in 
Owen Sound ?—I would not. 

8755a. You think there are not too many here now to give the necessary accommo- 
dation to the people who come to do business in the town ?—I think not. 

8756a. I suppose you would not favour the licensing of drinking places pure and 
simple—saloons !—No, I would not. 

8757a. Or the licensing of billiard parlours in connection with saloons!—No. I 
would be in favour of doing away with billiard parlours altogether, both in connection 
with hotels and by themselves. 

8758a. Do you know of any country where the importation, manufacture and sale 
of liquors are prohibited !—I have not been in any of late. 

8759a. Had you any experience of the Scott Act ?—I had not. 

8760a. Did you travel through Bruce or Simcoe ?—I did, through Bruce. 

James McLavucutiin. 
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876la. What was your experience there !-When we had the Dunkin Act a great 
many of our people spent their Sundays in Bruce. When our people got clear of it, and 
Bruce got the Scott Act, people would come ten or fifteen or twenty miles from Bruce 
into Grey, to get on a spree. 
By Judge McDonald : 


8762a. What seems extraordinary is that, with open sale in Bruce, people would 
need to come to Grey to get liquor /—They wanted to have a good time. 

8763a. They could do it at home /—They did not feel at liberty to do it. 

8764a. So there was a certain amount of restriction at home ?—Yes, there was. 

8765a. It is one of the things that puzzles one—that if liquor was so easy to be 
obtained in a community, people in that community should go a distance into a licensed 
section to get their liquor /—Well, the liquor was not so good in the places where the 
Act was in force. I have left Southampton after I had my tea, and on the road I have 
passed men driving to Southampton and Port Elgin with five and ten-gallon kegs in their 
buggies, who had been tv Owen Sound to purchase it ; and these men, to make it pay, 
had to doctor it. 

8766a. Those men were illicit dealers!—Yes, they were selling in a community 
where the law was opposed to the sale. So you can see that a man who hauled ten 
gallons of whisky twenty miles could not atford, with the risk he was running, to sell it 
at the same price as in other districts ; so he would doctor it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
8767a. Would you favour a rigid inspection of liquors?—I would. I notice that 
at the hotels here that keep the best liquor you see the least number of intoxicated per- 


sons about, and there are no fights. Where the liquors are pure, people who drink them 
seem to go out and go about their business without any bad effects. 


8S. J. PARKER, of Owen Sound, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


8768a. You reside in Owen Sound ?—Yes. 

8769a. What is your official position /—Treasurer of the County of Grey. 

8770a. How long have you held that position /—Twenty years. 

8771la. You have been engaged in business here ?!—Yes, before that time I was 
engaged in the drug business. 

8772a. Were you President of the Board of Trade at any time !—Yes, for some ten 
or twelve years. 

8773a. At the time the Dunkin Act was in force, were you residing here ?—Yes, I 
was in the treasury office at that tame. 

8774a. As a citizen, you had an opportunity of observing the working of that law ? 
SANTEE 

8775a. How did you find it carried out ?—It was not carried out at all. 

8776a. What were the ditticulties ?—The difficulty seemed to be that it was not in 
exact accord with the wishes of the people : it did not seem to be carried out, and there 
seemed to be promiscuous drinking everywhere. People who formerly would probably 
take only a glass of beer would be found carrying about little flasks. There was more 
drinking in that way. More ardent spirits were consumed, because people would get it 
in concentrated form and carry it about. 

777a. Was drunkenness seen on the streets /— Yes, and sometimes about the hotels. 

8778a. Were more people engaged in the traffic at that time?—Yes I think pro- 
bably more than when they were licensed. 

8779a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Dunkin Act ?—To the revulsion 
of feeling—to the feeling that it was not a success, and that a license law such as could 
be carried out, was better than the Dunkin Act. 

21— 34 err 
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8780a. How do you find the license law carried out in this community ?—I find it 
zarried out very well. 

878la. Do you think that you have too many licensed places in Owen Sound ?— 
No, I do not know that we have. 

8782a. In case it were proposed to do away with either the hotel license or the 
saloon license, which do you think it would be better to dispense with ?—Dispense with 
saloon licenses most decidedly, because it is in the saloons that the system of drinking 
and treating is carried on more than in the hotels. 

8783a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law other 
than the Dunkin Act ?—No. 

8784a. Were you in any of the Scott Act counties during the time of that Act ?—- 
No. 

8785a. Would you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, 
prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage 
purposes !—I would not. 

8786a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ? 
Most decidedly. 

8787a. Would you favour, under the license system, a more rigid and frequent 
inspection of the liquor sold in licensed houses !—Yes ; I think that would probably 
have a beneficial effect, though under the present excise law which requires liquors to be 
kept a certain number of years in bond, there is not the same danger that there was in 
former years. 

8788a. Is there any further statement you would like to make on this subject ?—~ 
No, only this, that in saying that I am decidedly opposed to a prohibitory law being 
enacted for the entire country, my opinion is that in the present state of public opinion 
it cannot be carried out. My idea is that in order to carry out the law, you would have 
to have a fair majority of the people with you in the enforcement of it, and I do not 
think that at the present time you would have it. 

8789a. Do you mean to say that the mere fact of a majority voting in favour of 
such a law does not imply that it would be carried out ?—Yes ; I do not think that it 
would be sufficient to carry it out. 

8790a. Why do they vote for it?—Probably, as one of the witnesses said, to see 
what effect it would have. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


8791la. Do you know whether this town has increased in population ?—It has 
increased. 

8792a. Was this town more orderly under the Dunkin Act than it is now ?—I 
don’t think it was. 

8793a. Was there more drinking !—Yes; I think there was. In fact, I am sure 
there was. 


By Judge McDonald - 


8794a. What disposition was made of the fines collected for violations of the 
Dunkin Act ?—They became county funds. There was a certain amount of expense 
in connection with the voting borne by the County of Grey, in all $1,764. Our receipts 
from fines were $520, leaving about $1,200 paid over and above what we received. 
Out of that $520, $480 was received from Mr. Spencer, Police Magistrate, of Owen 
Sound, and only $40 from other parts of the county. 

8795a. How long was the Dunkin Act in force ?—Three years. Of the $40, $20 
was received from the Township of Artemesia, and $20 from the township of Colling- 
wood., 

8796a. So that throughout the larger part of the county there was, practically, 
free sale 1—Yes. I think the fines were not imposed in the other parts of the county. 

8797a. Do you know whether, outside of the town of Owen Sound and those two 
townships, the majority in the county voted to maintain the Act?—I could not say 
without looking at the returns. 

S. J. PARKER. 
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JOHN McCAULEY, of Owen Sound, Chief of Police, being duly sworn, deposed 


as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


8798a. Do you reside in Owen Sound !—Yes. 

8799a. How long have you resided there ?—Six years last May. 

8800a. You are Chief of Police !—Yes ; for the last four years. 

8801la. Where did you reside before you came to Owen Sound ?—In the township 
of Holland, in this county. 

8802a. Did you reside there when the Dunkin Act was in force ?—I did. 

8803a. How was the Dunkin Act carried out in this county ?—I could not say. 
The trade I followed at that time was principally among the farmers, and I know very 
little about it. 

8804a. How was it in the township of Holland?—I think some of the hotels were 
closed up there altogether. 

8805a. Do you think, from your own observation, that liquor was sold at all in the 
township !—I think it was. 

8806a. By what class of people /—By the hotel-keepers. 

8807. Some that had formerly been licensed hotels still kept on their business ?— 
Yes ; in a quiet way. 

8808a. And some of the hotels were closed up 1—Yes ; some of them. 

8809a. Why were they closed up !—I do not think they were patronized by the 
people, and the parties were afraid of being prosecuted for selling illegally. 

8810a. Did those hotels depend upon the sale of liquor to keep open !—Principally. 

88lla. Was the entertainment of travellers not sufficient to sustain them ?—I think 
that was the idea. Just at that time the railway passed through, and a great many 
hotels that had been started when the work was going on, were afterwards closed up. 
They were very weak anyway. 

8812a. Would that account for the closing up of the hotels—the changed condition 
consequent on the construction of the railway ?—They were still open during the time 
of the Dunkin Act, but one was closed to my knowledge on account of the operation of 
the Dunkin Act. 

8813a. While the Dunkin Act was in force, did you notice whether drunkenness 
prevailed in the community to the same extent that it did before ?—It did not in that 
locality. ity 

S81 4a. It had a beneficial effect in that locality, then ?—It had. 

8815a. What kind of a community was it—a temperate people, or had drunkenness 
prevailed much !—There was a good deal of drinking going on. 

8816a. And you noticed an improvement in that respect !—Yes. Almost every one 
voted for the Dunkin Act. 

8817a. How did that township vote on the question of repeal?—TI could not say. 

88180. How do you account for the Act having been repealed in the county ?—I 
could not say. I was not interested a great deal at that time. I did not drink myself, 
and did not take much stock in it. 

8819a. Did you vote for the Act !—I did. 

8820a. Did you vote against its repeal !—I did not. I did not vote at all. 

882la- When you noticed that the Act had been such a benefit to the community, 
why didn’t you do all you could to maintain the Act in force ?—I was a young man at 
the time, trying to do the best I could for myself, and I would not lose the time. I was 
urged by different parties to go to the poll, and I would not go. I had men working for 
me, and if I left, those men would be of little or no use. 

8822a. Had you experience of the working of the Dunkin Act in any other town- 
ship than the Township of Holland ?—No. 

8823a. Did you live in a village at that time !—No, I lived on a farm. 

8824a. As Chief of Police of Owen Sound, it is your duty to look after the good 
order of the community /—Yes. 
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8825a. How do you find Owen Sound with regard to the law-abiding character of 
the people !—I find the people very law-abiding generally. We have a floating class, 
such as timber men and sailors, and we have a little trouble with them. 

8826a. Taking into account the habits of that class of people, do you have much 
trouble with them?—-Not in the last two or three years. At the time of my coming 
here, six years ago, we had a great deal more trouble. 

8827a. Do you find that the temperance sentiment and the temperance habit has 
been growing in the community from year to year !—Yes, and growing fast. 

8828a. You find that the different religious bodies and the temperance societies 
have been working beneficially in that direction !—Yes. 

8829a. How large a force have you in Owen Sound !—Just myself and two men. 

8830a. Do you find that sufficient for the town ?!—We work from twelve to sixteen 
hours a day. 

883la. Still you are able with the force to preserve order !—Yes. 

8832a. Do you now have many cases of drunkenness in the town?—Very few at 
the present time. I have a list of the drunks for the last six years. You asked me for 
the number of arrests, that I cannot give you. 

8833a. If a man is under the influence of liquor and going quietly home, do you 
arrest him ?—No ; we allow him to go if he is capable of walking. 

8834a. Will you read your statement /—The number of arrests for drunkenness in 
the past six years, with the number charged also with disorderly conduct, was as 
follows :— 


Arrests for Charged with 
drunkenness. disorderly conduct. 


1 Be tote ws em Care t RRS SR ek tha ASE ei eo Ait i Pu cd ce iS et 181 0 
POS O ae ieee sate Nae ae ech Sear cemniaee CL en SrEn 134 19 
3 Ros! 0 aaa eer PO NN cap pater) wndiein GE eae Meee a A Tea 68 9 
De Oe cates ets ted ecomtonh Witt Revas ven atone can aude 54 9 
DOOD area eye Hive cares Ries eee choy cpm nemCnae ieay 40 10 
tobe Fa Reka? elie acing ean dr Sod 0 SEN aN RAST, Si RO 27 4 


The arrests for vagrancy were: in 1888, 91; in 1889, 75; in 1890, 65; in 1891, 79; 
in 1892, 88; andin 1893 to the present date, 49. The arrests for larceny were: in 
1888; 29); in 1889;:165 in 1890/21 in 1891) 20 3 ins 1892" 29 and sin) 1893" toutne 
present date, 15. I have also the total number of cases of all kinds for each year, 
including summons cases of all kinds. 

8835a. Does that include all offences against town by-laws, such as not cleaning 
snow off the sidewalk!—Yes, all these. In 1888, the number was 445; in 1889, 354; 
in 1890, 380; in 1891, 285; in 1892, 330; and in 1893, 205. 

8836a. Have you much poverty in the town ?—In performing our duties we are 
brought into connection with all the poverty, that is, parties calling for assistance from 
the town. It appears to me that we have a good deal more than when I took this office. 

8837a. You had lived in a rural district before !— Yes. 

8838a. Did you live in other towns !—Yes ; I followed plastering in other towns. 

8839a. In other towns did your duty call you into connection with the poverty ?— 
No. I think the citizens of the town do not know the amount of poverty there is. 

8840a. You find a good deal ?—Yes, a good deal. 

8841a. Do you find that much of that poverty is due to intemperance ?—Intem- 
perance and idleness, most of it—in fact, all. 

8842a. Speaking from your experience, would you say that the intemperance may 
be attributed to idleness, or the idleness to the intemperance !—I would not say. They 
seem to go hand in hand here. The idle man is generally a drinker. 

8843a. Is there much trouble here with cases of wife-beating or assault /—Fre- 
quently we have those cases. 

8844a. Do you find that most of those cases are attributable to intemperance !— 
Most of them are caused by drink. 

8845a. Have you much juvenile crime here /—We have some, but not much. 

Joun McCavtey. 
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8846a. To what do you attribute most of the cases of juvenile offences ?—The most 
of those are children of widow women who are out working, and they cannot control the 
children when they are away, and the children are not at school. 

8847a. Taking the various offences for which people are arrested, do you find any 
large proportion of them attributable to drunkenness ?—Yes. I think the majority of 
them are. 

8848a. Putting aside the arrests for drunkenness and drunkenness and disorderly 
conduct, and taking the balance of the cases, is any large proportion of them attribut- 
able to drunkenness !—Most of the disorderly conduct is from the effects of drink. The 
parties may not be drunk, but it is caused by drunkenness. 

8849a. Have you reason to believe that the provisions of the license law are well 
observed in Owen Sound by the people in the trade ?—I think they are. 

8850a. Have you reason to believe there is any amount of sale on Saturday night 
or Sunday or after prohibited hours on week days?—That is something I could not say. 

885la. Are you not required to look after those cases ?—That is left in the hands 
of the License Inspector. Of course, if we have reason to go into a hotel on Saturday 
night or Sunday, everything is quiet while we are there. 

8852a. Are you required to aid the Inspector ?—Only when called on. 

8853a. When you see violations of the law, do you not take notice of them ?—The 
bars are situated in such a place that you cannot see them from the street. 

8854a. Would you favour an amendment of the law that would require the bars to 
face the street ?—I think it would be a good idea, and compel them to keep the blinds 
up at the same time. 

8855a. In case the saloon license or the hotel license had to be dispensed with, 
which would you abolish !—The saloon. 

8856a. Have you any billiard halls here ?—We have one. 

8857a. Do you think that billiard halls should be kept away from places where 
liquors are sold?— The one we have here is not in a hotel, but the further away they 
are from hotels I think the better. 

8858a. Do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, pro- 
hibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage pur- 
poses ?—I do. 

8859a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you except from its provisions 
liquors required for medicinal, mechanical amd sacramental purposes /—That is some- 
thing I have not thought of. In saying I would be in favour of prohibition, I would be 
in favour of it if the Government would appoint officers to enforce it. But from the 
reports I received of the Dunkin Act—I had very little experience of it myself—I think 
we are better under the License Inspector, unless the law were carried out by the appoint- 
ment of special officers. 

8860a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless /—Yes, I 
think they ought to be. 

8861a. Had you reason to believe there was any sale of liquor at all in the town- 
ship of Holland while the Dunkin Act was in force !—Oh, yes, there was lots of it. 

88620. The County Treasurer gave us the names of the townships from which fines 
for violations of the Dunkin Act were returned, and Holland was not one of them. 
How do you account for there being no convictions in that township if there were sales? 
-—That I could not tell. ; 

8863a. Is there any further statement you would like to make ?—No. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8864a. I understand you to say that you would favour the enactment of a prohibi- 
tory law if it could be enforced?—If there were officers specially appointed to enforce 
it. It would take a great many officers to watch every person, because I think almost 
every person who had been selling under license would try to sell. 

8865a. What is the effect on a community of having a law on the Statute-book 
that is persistently violated !—It would take a much larger number of officers to enforce 
the law than at the present time. 
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8866a. What is the effect on the community of having an Act like the Dunkin Act 
supposed to be in force and ignored all the time. Is that good or bad ?—Well, I think 
the majority of the people in the country thought the Dunkin Act was all right. 

8867a. Can you give any reason why they did not maintain it !—I think it was the 
towns and villages that gave the majority for the repeal. 

8868a. Can you give us any idea where we could get the details of the vote ?—No. 

8869a. I suppose you have in Owen Sound cases of men who are repeatedly brought 
before the Police Court for drunkenness /—Yes. 

8870a. Is the present method of dealing with them efficacious, that is, committing 
them to jail for twenty, thirty or sixty days!—Some men, high-spirited men, it will do 
good for the time. Other men who have got down and who have no respect for them- 
selves, they go right on the same as usual. 

8871a. No practical benefit results from treating them in that way beyond putting 
them in jail and sobering them up !—Sobering them up, that is all it does. 

8872a. If hospitals or sanitariums were established, where these men would be 
placed and made to work, and treated specially for alcoholism, do you think that would 
be of benefit to them, their families and the community ?—That is something I could 
not say. 

8873a. Did you work or reside in any county where the Scott Act was in force ?— 
No. I know nothing at all about the workings of the Scott Act. / 

8874a. Did you ever work in any city where there was prohibition /—No. 

8875a. Your experience, then, of a prohibitory law has been confined to the Dunkin 
Act !—Yes, and I know but very little about that. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


8876a. Have you any official report or books by which we could ascertain the num- 
ber of arrests for drunkenness in 1875 or 1876, when the Dunkin Act was in force ?—I 
think you could find it from the police record. 

8877a. Could you get that information for us this afternoon !—It would take a good 
deal of time to get the number of arrests for drunkenness by themselves. It would be 
necessary to run over all the cases and pick them out from the rest. 


WILLIAM BISHOP, of Owen Sound, Clerk of Police Court, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


8878a. You reside in Owen Sound !—Yes. 

8879a. How long have you lived here !—Thirty-five years—all my life. 

8880a. You are Clerk of the Police Court /—Yes. 

888la. What other position do you occupy /—I am a barrister ; I have been prac- 
tising here for the past twelve or thirteen years. 

8882a. Do you remember when the Dunkin Act was in force in this county /—I do. 

8883a. What was your experience of it ?—I was quite young, and have only a few 
impressions of it ; but the general impression I have is ,that it was very unsatistactory. 

8884a. In what way ’—There was a great deal of difficulty in enforcing it. The 
Crown Attorney used to carry a revolver, and the License Inspector armed himself 
similarly to protect himself from riots and assaults. 

8885a. Was there much illicit sale ?—I think so, 

8886a. Do you remember whether some were selling besides those who had pre- 
viously held licenses !—I think there were. 

8887a. Did you ever notice drunkenness on the streets during that time !—I can- 
not recollect. 

Joun McCav ey. 
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8888a. How do you account for the repeal /—I think it was because public senti- 
ment did not support it. We have one township in this county in which the’ Dunkin 
Act is in force yet. 

8889a. What township is that?—Sarawak. The circumstances of that township 
are peculiar. It is nine miles long and three concessions wide, and extends along the 
bay ; and I suppose there is no call for repeal in the township. The success of the Act 
would depend on the circumstances of each locality ; it might work well in a township 
of that kind and not in towns or villages. 

8890a. As clerk of the Police Court, have you made up any statement of the cases 
before that court ?—I have a memorandum of the total number of convictions for all 
offences, and the number for drunkenness, and drunkenness and disorderly conduct for 
each year from 1888. The cases of drunkenness and drunk and disorderly go together. 
Disorderly conduct is included in another class of cases, such as the infraction of a 
town by-law. Frequently boys are brought up for disorderly conduct on the street, so 
that disorderly conduct cases have no necessary connection with the liquor traffic. The 
convictions for each year were :— 


Drunk and 
Total Convictions. Drunk and Disorderly. 
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889la. Is that for the town of Owen Sound?—Yes. We have nothing to do with 
anything outside. 

8892a. Have you had many cases during those years of persons convicted of 
violations of the license law, such as selling on Saturday night or Sunday, or during 
other prohibited hours, selling to intoxicated persons, to minors or to Indians !—Not 
very many cases of selling to Indians. I do not know of any of selling to minors. I 
have only been Police Clerk for three years, and I do not recollect any during my time. 
For the other offences there is an occasional case—not very frequently. 

8893a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Do- 
minion, prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes?—That depends upon circumstances. If the Act were such as to 
dispense with liquor, and ‘could be enforced, I think a great deal of good might be the 
result of it. But from the way I view it, I do not think it would be possible to operate 
such a law successfully . 

8894a. Why ?—Supposing the majority on a vote were in favour of a prohibitory 
law, the minority would be so large that the enforcement of it would I think be 
practically impossible. 

8895a. In case of the enactment of such a law for the Dominion, suppose two or 
three Provinces were strongly in favour of it and one or two strongly against it, could 
you hope for its successful enforcement throughout the country, as a whole ?—I think 
not. I should be opposed to a Provincial prohibitory law on that ground. The inter- 
course between the Provinces would be too ready. 

8896a. Take the positions of the Provinces on the seacoast !—The same objection 
would lie there, unless there was a prohibitory law in the United States at the same 
time. 

8897a. And would that not extend until there would have to be universal prohi- 
bition ?—Not to the same extent. To a certain extent it might. 

8898a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless?—I 
think it follows that compensation should be allowed. The enactment of such a law 
would be on the ground of the public good, and if so, the public should grant com- 
pensation. 
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8899a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour the exception 
from its provisions of liquors required for medicinal, mechanical and sicramental pur- 
poses?—No. If there is a prohibitory law, and you make any exceptions of that kind, 
you would make the enforcement of it virtually impossible. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8900a. Would you allow farmers to make wine out of their grapes, and cider out 
of their apples, for their own use?—-No; but you could not prohibit them. 

8901a. What about their making beer and whisky in the same way ?—I think that 
would be the result of a prohibitory law. 

8902a. In looking over these returns, I find that in 1888 and 1889 about twenty- 
five per cent of the total number of convictions were for drunkenness, and drunk and 
disorderly ; in 1890 there was about one-sixth of the total number, in 1891 one-twelfth, 
in 1892 one-tenth, and in 1893 one-eleventh. Were there any special conditions in 1888 
and 1889?—Yes. I think that was the time the Polson Works were here, when there 
were more of that class of cases. 

8903a. Were they men who had come in to work in those works }—Yes. 

8904a. And I suppose you might say the number for 1890 was about normal !— 
Yes. ‘There were a good many vagrancy cases, and a great many repeaters in them. 
Men would come up repeatedly and be sent down at their own request, and people with- 
out means would sometimes apply to the police for shelter, and be taken in and discharged 
the next morning. 

8905a. It is safe to assume, then, that about one-tenth of the convictions are for 
drunkenness, or drunkenness and disorderly conduct /—That is the record. 

8906a. Do you approve of the treatment now accorded to chronic drunks of com- 
mitting them to jail for twenty or thirty or sixty days?—Our Magistrate has not been 
in the habit of administering that kind of treatment, because it is really of very little 
use except to straighten them up, and it answers the same purpose to remand them for 
two or three days. I really think it is of very little use, to habitual drunkards, to send 
them down for ten or twenty days. I think we cannot send them for more than twenty- 
one days. 

8907a. What would you do with them ?—I think your suggestion isa very good one 
—to treat it as a disease. 

8908a. To what do you attribute the cases of juvenile offenders’?—To lack of 
parental control. A great many of them are children of charwomen. 

8909a. What proportion are children of drunken parents ?—I cannot say as to that. 
The Chief of Police is better informed as to that, I think. The time the Dunkin Act 
was in force, was from May, 1877, to May, 1879. The Sheriff spoke of the years 1875 
and 1876. 


By Mr. Gigault: 


8910a. Could you give us any information as to the number of arrests for drunken- 
ness while the Dunkin Act was in force /—No, I could not. The books were then kept 
in a different shape from what they are now. They were kept as ordinary minutes, so 
that to find the number it would be necessary, in addition to looking up the books for 
that period, to go through all the cases to find out what each case was. 


By Judge McDonald : 


89lla. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself ?—No. 
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ROBERT BRECKENRIDGE, of Owen Sound, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


8912a. Where do you reside ?—In Owen Sound. 

8913a. How long have you lived here ?—Twenty-five years. 

8914a. What is your occupation or calling !—I am in the furniture business, and 
am an undertaker. 

8915a. Do you remember when the Dunkin Act was in force in this county ?—I do. 

8916a. How did you find it carried out ?—Poorly. 

8917a. To what did you attribute that?—To the want of somebody to turn the 
crank, I suppose, and make the machinery go. 

8918a. Did there seem to be much drunkenness ?—Yes. 

8919a. Much sale of liquor?—You could hardly say it was the sale of liquor; it 
was the sale of something else with liquor init. Still, there was liquor sold. 

8920a. Did you vote for the law ?—I did not. 

8921a. Did you vote for its repeal ?—I would not be sure. 

8922a. We understand that you are an employer of labour !—I employ a good 
many men. 

8923a. Have you found in your business any injury caused through the intemperate 
habits of workingmen ?—TI have, occasionally. I think that out of perhaps twenty men 
I have had two who were that way inclined, who were an injury to me and themselves 
both. 

8924a. Have you had men in your employment who, owing to their intemperance, 
interfered with the work of other men whose work was dependent upon theirs ?— Yes. 
For instance, where one man runs a machine, and another man’s work depends upon 
that machine, of course one man’s work may affect another’s. 

8925a. Have you any rule as to the habits of the men you employ, as to temperance ? 
—No. 

8926a. Do you require your men to be total abstainers?—No, I would not bind a 
man. I would not want to muzzle any man’s mouth. 

8927a. Do you require that he shall conduct himself properly ?—I do. 

8928a. Do you notice among the families of the men you employ whether much 
distress or poverty has been caused by intemperance !—I have not known it personally. 
I have heard of it. 

8929a. Have you had yourself experience of the working of any other prohibitory 
law than the Dunkin Act ?—Yes, in the State of Maine. 

8930a. When ?—I was taking a summer tour through the State of Maine, and I 
stopped at Portland. That would be nine years ago. 

893la. How did you find things there ?—I found things very poorly conducted with 
regard to the sale of liquor. It was as oper there as it is here under license law. 

8932a. Have you been in any other prohibitory country or state?—-No. When I 
say as open there as here, there was a screen perhaps where they had the bar-rooms. 
The bar-rooms there are just the same as they are here; but on going into them you 
first enter an empty room in which there is wooden partition, and when you pass through 
the door in that partition you enter the bar-room which is just the same as we have 
here. 

8933a. Have you noticed as a business man whether the liquor traffic as carried on 
has an effect prejudicial or beneficial on the other business interests of the place ?—I 
have not seen that it had any injury. The license law— 

8934a. How do you find the license law carried out there ?— Very well just now. 

8935a. Have you an efficient Inspector !—Yes. 

8936a. Have you reason to believe that the Saturday night and the Sunday closing 
law is well observed ?—So far as the Inspector is concerned, he is very efficient in that 
way, because our Sundays, I think, are very quiet. 

8937a. Was the Sunday as quiet under the Dunkin Act as it is now /—No, it was 
not. 
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8938. Was the Sunday as quiet during the time of the Dunkin Act as it had been 
during the two years before and the two years after it was in force !—I do not know as 
T could say much about the two years previous; but in the two years after the Dunkin 
Act it was much quieter. 

8939a. Have you reason to believe that the Dunkin Act produced that beneficial 
change ?—Yes. The Dunkin Act was the means of causing disturbance on Sundays. 

8940a. Have you reason to believe the Dunkin Act has the credit of the quieter 
Sundays after it was repealed !—Yes. The change was very noticeable. 

8941a. So you think the Dunkin Act had a good effect !—It had that good effect. 
The repeal of the Dunkin Act showed the improvement. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8942a. It was the repeal that showed the improvement !—It was not the Dunkin 
Act that produced the good effect; it was the repeal of the Dunkin Act. The Dunkin 
Act caused the disturbance. 

8943a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the whole of 
Canada, prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of all intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes !—No. 

8944a. In case such a law were passed, would you deem it right that brewers and 
distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ?—I do not 
know that they should be remunerated to the full extent. 

8945a. What I said was for plant and machinery rendered useless /—They ought. 
to be remunerated for what they had spent. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


8946a. Making the comparison of Portland under the Maine Law and Owen Sound 
under the Dunkin Act, with Owen Sound under the license law as we have it now, which 
would you prefer !—Oh, I would prefer the license law. 

8947a. Why !—Things work better. Everything moves on satisfactorily—better 
behaviour everywhere. 

8948a. Is not the legalizing of the trattic at all injurious? Would it not be better 
to have people sell liquor illicitly, as here under the Dunkin Act and as in Portland, 


than to have the trade legalized’—I would rather see the license sufficient to make | 


every house a respectable house, and if a house is not respectable, take the license away 
from it. 

8949a. Then you prefer the present system to any.prohibitive system that you have 
seen !—I prefer the present system because I cannot see how this frontier could be guard- 
ed against smuggling. 

8950a. Suppose we had a prohibitory law, would you think it right under it to per- 
mit farmers to make cider and wine and beer for their own use!—So far as I am con- 
cerned, I would not have any objection to a farmer makiny his own cider. 

8951a. And his own beer and grape wine!—With regard to beer, that goes too far. 
But as for cider, or fermented apple juice you may call it, I would not prevent the far- 
mer making that. 

8952a. But you would prevent him making beer and whisky, if he wanted it for his 
own use ?—I would prevent that. 

8953a. In case of prohibition, would you permit citizens to import liquor for their 
own use!—Yes. I would not like to do with another what I would not do with my- 
self. I would not like to be prevented getting mine, and I would not like to see any one 
else prevented. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8954a. Is there any further statement you would like to make /— Nothing further. 


RosBert BRCEKENRIDGE. 
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CHARLES C. PEARCE, of Owen Sound, License Inspector, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


8955a. Where do you reside !—In Owen Sound. 

8956a. How long have you resided here /—Twenty-one or two years. 

8957a. You are the License Inspector for this electoral district !—Yes. 

8958a. How long have you held that position ?—Seventeen years. 

8959a. Did you hold that position during the time the Dunkin Act was in force? 
—Yes. 

8960a. Going back to that period, how did you find that Act to succeed ?—During 
the first portion of the time it was in force it did not succeed very well, but towards the 
latter part of it, just before the repeal, it was getting so that we could enforce it. We 
were getting the hotel-keepers out of the business and getting them and the bar-tenders 
in jail. If it had been left in force another year I think it would have been in force to 
this day. 

5961a. Has any demand been made to bring it into force again?-—No. There is 
one township where it has been in force ever since. 

5962a. As Inspector had you to do with the hotels?—The bar-rooms were closed 
up, and some of the hotel-keepers were in jail. 

8963a. How many ?—I think two hotel-keepers and one bar-tender were in jail. 

8964a. That was for this electoral district, North Grey ?/—Yes, eight townships. 

8965a. Was sale going on during the latter part of the Dunkin Act period ?—There 
was some going on. 

&8966a. Was drunkenness visible on the street 7—There was some, but most of it 
was inside, in the garrets and cellars. The hotel-keepers were afraid to make men 
drunk and put them on the street because it was becoming so hot for them that they 
were afraid of being prosecuted. They put them in the garret or cellar until they became 
sober. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


8967a. It would be reasonable to infer, then, that there was more drunkenness than 
was seen on the street /—Yes, there was. 


By Judge McDonald : 


8968a. Were you in favour of the Dunkin Act !—Yes. 

8969a. Did you vote against its repeal !—I did. The Judge, and the police force 
and everybody else in this town and this neighbourhood, was against it. 

8970a. And notwithstanding that fact, you found in the latter days that you were 
able efficiently to enforce the law /—I did not say that. It was becoming more efficient 
and more easy to enforce. 

8971a. And you believe if it had continued, you would have made it thoroughly 
efficient ?—I believe so. i 

8972a. You think you would have wiped out the traffic ?—I do not say that, but I 
would have wiped it out to the same extent as murders and thefts. 

8973a. Did you find more perjury in those cases than in other kinds of cases ?— 
Yes. Persons who would scorn to lie in cases of stealing would get up and lie in a liquor 
case—men holding high positions in the town. 

8974a. How do you account for that /—They would swear that wine that had four 
times the percentage of alcohol that beer has, was not intoxicating. 

8975a. To what did you attribute that on the part of those men ?—Their opposition 
to the Act. This county was the battle ground of the Dunkin Act in this country. 
There was money sent in here to fight the Act. 

8976a. To what do you attribute its repeal !—To a great extent to the money that 
was forwarded here from outside for that purpose. 

8977a. For what purpose ?—To pay speakers to talk against it and to buy votes 
against it. 
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8978a. Have you knowledge of that ?—I have. 

8979a. Was it investigated !—To a certain extent. 

8980a. Was there any conviction of people guilty of bribery !—No, there was not. 
They burned the poll-books which showed the names of those who had voted. I heard 
one man here to-day say that he and another one had burned them. 

8981la. In the rural districts was the law well observed ?—A great deal better than 
it was in the towns and villages. 

8982a. How did the rural districts vote on the Act ?—I cannot give the vote. There 
was something like twelve or thirteen hundred majority in favour of the by-law when it 
was carried first, and [ think the majority was about the same when it was repealed— 
taking the county through. 

8983a. Do you remember what the vote was in Owen Sound !—I do not. 

8984a. How do you find the license law carried out ?—There are some violations 
stall. 

8985a. Have you reason to believe that there is illicit sale?—Yes, some. I had 
three cases in the Police Court yesterday. I had two convictions, and the third case is 
adjourned till to-morrow, when I expect there will be a conviction. 

8986a. Do you think you are reaching all the cases /—No, I think not. 

8987a. Is that in the town or the country !—That is in the town. The rural illicit 
places are nearly all shut off. 

8988a. Has the introduction of railways affected the roadside hotels to any extent ? 
—I think the Crooks Act affected them. In 1875 there were fifty-four in this district, 
and when the Crooks Act came into force, they were reduced to thirty-four. Now there 
are twenty-five. 

8989a. Have you found, during the years that you have lived in this county, that 
there is a growing temperance sentiment and habit among the people ?—Yes, increasing 
all the time. 

8990a. Do you find that the religious and temperance societies are doing good in 
that respect ?—Yes. 

8991la. Did you find, when the Dunkin Act was once carried, whether there was 
any relaxation on the part of the temperance societies in carrying on their work !—There 
certainly was. What I contended was that if just the majority who voted for that Act 
had assisted me in carrying it out in this district, I could have carried it out efficiently 
from then till now. But they did not doit. They got frightened, and latterly we had 
riots here. In order to carry on a trial before the Magistrates, in a village near here, 
we had the volunteers called out, and the county had to pay for them. That was in a 
Dunkin Act case, so you can see how they fought us here. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


8992a. Who were fighting you ?—The liquor interests. 

8993a. But there was a greater element against the liquor interest ?—But they re- 
laxed their effort. The liquor men hired a crew of Yankee sailors belonging to a schooner 
or barge that was lying in the bay to go to Chatsworth to mob the detectives who were 
attending court, and we afterwards made application to the proper authorities and had 
a company of militia called out and sent to Chatsworth for our protection. 

8994a. Did you prosecute the rioters /-I could not get evidence. I shot one of 
them. 

8995a. I suppose the detective’s life was not taken?—No. I guarded him in my 
house for six weeks. He had got evidence in sixty cases. 

8996a. In how many of those did you get convictions !—In pretty nearly all of 
them. 

8997a. Through his evidence ?—A great many of them. 

8998a. Did the people pay these fines?—Yes. In some cases the convictions were 
quashed by the County Judge ; he quashed all he could. There was a clause in the 
Crooks Act that provided that we should prosecute under that Act, and the judge 
quashed every conviction that was prosecuted under the Crooks Act, and then I prose- 
cuted under the Dunkin Act. During most of the time that the Dunkin Act was in 
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force, Mr. Hardy, who was Provincial Secretary, instructed me to prosecute under the 
clause of the Crooks Act that gave me that power, and when the hotel keepers found 
that they could always get the convictions obtained under that Act quashed, they ap- 
pealed every case. Then, at the solicitation of different parties, the Provincial Secretary 
consented that I should prosecute under the Dunkin Act. In that case half the fine 
went to the County Treasurer and half to the informer. In these convictions the fine 
was paid every time ; in the cases which were quashed, the money had to be paid back 
again. . 

* 8999a. Do you personally favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Do- 
minion, prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for be- 
verage purposes /—I would like to see it. 

9000a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you except from its provi- 
sions liquors required for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes ?—I would 
not. I would be afraid there would be too many mechanicals. 

9001la. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless !—Only 
in case we could not get prohibition without it. If wecould get it without that, I do 
not think they are entitled to it. 

9002a. In case of the enactment of such a law, how would you propose to make up 
the revenue for the Dominion, the Provinces and the municipalities, now received from 
the traffic /—There would be a difficulty there for a few years, I suppose, but I think 
the money expended in the care of lunatics, drunkards and so on, would counterbalance 
it, and more than counterbalance it in a short time. 

9003a. The Province pays that. In the case of the Dominion, there would be a de- 
ficiency of between six and seven million dollars. As a citizen, would you be willing to 
submit to direct taxation to make that up ?—I would, provided every one else was taxed 
the same. 

9004a. You would not favour the scheme that was suggested this morning of simply 
imposing that tax on those that supported the law?—I would not. I think if any 
should be taxed, it should be the other side, because they would be getting the benefit. 


_ I would not, because I never drank a glass of liquor in my life. 


9005a. In regard to the income of the municipalities, how would you make that up? 
Would you be willing to take the same stand ?—If it were necessary to submit to direct 
taxation, I would be willing to submit to it. 

9006a. With reference to farmers making their own wine and cider, what have you 
to say /—-I am opposed to it. 

9007a. You would favour the law being sweeping enough to preventthat ’—I would 
say nothing of cider, because if it were not made stronger than it is usually made, I 
would not interfere with that. 

9008a. Did the Dunkin Act allow cider to be made %—Yes, I think so. 

9009a. How about wine? We find that in the County of Essex it is a growing 
custom among farmers to make wine for their own use from the grapes they raise. 
Would you interfere with that !—I have not thought anything of that. I never heard 
of that question until this morning. I think it would be a good thing if the whole thing 
were prohibited. 

9010a. Would you prevent citizens bringing liquor into theirown houses /—I would 
if I had the power. 

9011a@. Do you know any country in which there is such a law in force as you wish 
for ?—I do not. I have never been in any other country but this country and the 
States. 

9012a. Is there any other statement you wish to make !—No. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


9013a. By what authority were you appointed Inspector !—By the Ontario Govern- 
ment. 

9014a. If the Scott Act were in force, would it be your duty to see to its enforce- 
ment in this district also?—Yes. It was never in force here. They got up a petition, 
but the liquor men employed a lawyer to go to Ottawa and pick flaws in the petition, 
and the act was never brought into force. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


9015a. Is any particular effort made to get it brought into force /— No. The tem- 
perance people are in favour of general prohibition. 


By Mr. Gigault « 


9016a. When the Dunkin Act was in force, you made efforts to enforce it, and did 
not succeed ?—I think I fairly succeeded. I had seventy-four cases in 1877. 

9017a. How many in 1878 ?—I do not know. About half that number. 

9018a. In 1879, how many had you ?—I don’t know. In 1890-91, I had forty-five, 
and in 1891-92, thirty-three. These were not all for selling: in 1890-91, there was one 
case for obtaining liquor, and in 1891-92, there were ten or twelve. These cases were 
brought under the Gibson amendment to the Crooks Act. Wherever I find a man buying 
liquor during prohibited hours, I prosecute him as well as the seller. I havea statement 
showing the number of licenses issued each year in North Grey from 1875. I take the 
number of applications that year, that is the men in a position to have licenses: In 


1875, there were 68; in 1876, 34; in 1877, 11; in 1878, 28; in 1879, 33; in 1880, 34; 


in 1881, 33; in 1882, 38; in 1883, 39; in 1884, 39; in 1885, 40; in 1886, 40; in 1887, 
35; in 1888, 33; in 1889, 30; in 1890, 29; in 1891, 27; in 1892, 26; and in 1893, 25. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9019a. They are decreasing all the time !—Yes. They have been gradually decreas- 
ing since 1886. In 1885, the law increasing the license fees to nearly double came into 
force. 

9020a. Do you believe an increased license fee has the effect of reducing the num- 
ber engaged in the traffic 1—I do, if you make it high enough. If it were put up to 
three or four hundred dollars about one-third of the present holders would drop out. 
They would have to. 

9021la. Do you think it would be better to have a more rigid inspection of liquors ? 
—I do not know. I do not taste liquor, and do not know ; but from what I hear, most 
of the adulteration of liquor is putting water into it. 

9022a. Have you ever come across cases where tobacco or other foreign substances 
were put in ?—I have heard of such cases, but they are getting very infrequent in this 
country. 

9023a. Have you any further statement ?—I have a statement of the license fees 
received every year in North Grey from 1886. In that year they were $5,791.50; in 
1887, $5,297.50—in each of those two years there was a beer and wine license ; in 1888, 
$4,740; in 1889, $4,439 ; in 1890, $4,017.50; in 1891, $3,940; in 1892, $4,445; and 
in 1893, $3,397.50. Last year there was an increase of $500, which is accounted for by 
two brewers’ licenses which were issued at $250 each. The expenses each year are from 
$550 to $700. The salary of the Inspector is $500, and the Commissioners’ fees from 
$25 to $40. 

By Mr. Gigault : 


9024a. Do you believe that drunkenness is increasing or decreasing !—I am certain 
it is decreasing. 

9025a. Do you attribute that to the lessening of the number of licensed places !— 
To a certain extent, but more to the difference in the sentiment of the people. It used 
to be a common occurrence if you wanted to see a business man, and he was not at his 
place of business, that you would find him at the hotel drinking, but you do not find 
that now. People have got down on that sort of business. I attribute that to teaching 
and education among the people. 

9026a. You think reducing the number of licensed places had something to do with 
it ?—I think it had. There is not as much liquor sold in ten places as in twenty. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9027a. Do you think a diminution of the number of licensed taverns reduces the 
temptations to men travelling along the road !—It certainly does, 
CHARLES C. PEARCE. 
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Ven. ArcHpEAcoN ARTHUR H. MULHOLLAND, of Owen Sound, being duly 
sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


9028a. You are a Clerk in Holy Orders in the Church of England ?—Yes. 

9029a. You have been one of the Archdeacons of the Diocese of Huron ?—Yes, for 
about four years. 

9030a. Are you now engaged in the active work of the ministry ?—No, not for the 
last nine months. I resigned. I am just in temporary charge. 

903la. How long have you lived in Owen Sound ?—NSince the eighth of October, 
1849. 

9032a. As aclergyman anda pastor have you noticed whether there is much dis- 
tress and poverty caused by intemperance /—No, There may be some, but not toa very 
great extent, to my knowledge. 

9033a. You lived in Owen Sound while the Dunkin Act was in force here ?—Yes. 

9034a. Will you tell us what your observation of the working of that Act was ?—I 
never saw so much drunkenness in the town and county, either before or since, as there 
was during the time that Act was in force. Ithen met on the street drunken men that 
before that were temperate men. There seemed to be a determination to show that they 
would not allow their liberty to be taken away by an Act of Parliament. Those men 
that I saw drunk at that time I have never seen drunk since. ‘ 

9035a. Had you reason to believe that there was much sale going on in the town ? 
I do not know about the sale, but it must have been distributed in some way or other. 

9036a. How was it on Sundays ?—It was not quite so bad as on week days, but it 
was bad enough. 

9037a. During the time the Dunkin Act was in force, was the Sunday as well 
observed as it was before and after that time ?—No, I think not. 

9038a. Have you noticed whether there has been for some years past a growing 
temperance sentiment and temperance habit in the community ?—I think so. 

9039a. Have you reason to believe from your observation that the Dunkin Act 
helped that improvement /—No, I am not prepared to say that, because I think it 
created a bad feeling amongst neighbours. Even families were divided at that time on 
account of that Act. I think that even those who had voted for the adoption of the 
Act in the county were so disgusted and saw that it was doing harm and disturbing 
society that they voted for the repeal of it. They thought there would be more peace 
and happiness under the license system. 

9040a. Do you attribute the improvement in temperance sentiment and temperance 
habit, of which you have spoken, to religious, moral and educational influence !— Yes, I do. 

9041a. Would you yourself favour the enactment of a law for the Dominion, prohi- 
biting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage pur- 
poses ?—Well, from what I witnessed during the time of the Dunkin Act, the only 
opportunity I had of seeing how baneful to society it was, I would not vote for a prohi- 
bitory law. 

9042a. In case such a law were enacted, would you think it right that an exception 
should be made in favour of liquor required for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental 
purposes ?— Certainly. 

90430. Speaking as a clergyman of the Church of England, will you tell us the rule 
of that church with regard to what must be used at the Holy Communion ?—It must be 
as pure wine as can be obtained. 

9044a. By wine, you mean fermented wine !—Yes, fermented wine. 

9045a. In case such a prohibitory law were enacted, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless 4 
—Most certainly. 

9046. Is there any further statement you would like to make yourself ?—I do not 
know that there is. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 

9047a. You consider, then, that the present condition of things under license is 
better than that which obtained under the Dunkin Act ?—Oh, far better altogether. 
The Act disturbed society altogether. 

9048a. There were difficulties in the way of the enforcement of the Dunkin Act 
owing to its being a local measure applicable only to the County of Grey, while there was 
legalized sale in the counties adjacent. that would not prevail if the sale was prohibited 
throughout the whole Dominion ?—Yes, but it would be smuggled in, I fear. 

9049a. Would there be likely to be illicit distillation in the whole country !—I fear 
it. There is illicit distillation at present under license. I fear it would be much increased 
under prohibition. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


9050a. Do you believe that the moderate use of wine is immoral or a sin ?—Cer- 
tainly not. : 

9051la. Well, if the moderate use of wine is not a sin and is not immoral, do you 
believe the traftic in liquors for legitimate purposes is immoral in itself ?—No, I do not. 
I think a man engaged in the trattc of liquor, distilling or manufacturing it can be just 
as good a Christian as any other man. 

9052a. We had it in evidence, in Prince Edward Island, I think, that a certain 
mixture of grape juice with sugar was used for sacramental purposes, certain ministers 
having objection to use fermented wine. Do you think such a thing should be allowed ? 
—Not in the Church of England. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9053a. Do you know whether, in Great Britain or in any of the colonies, being or 
not being a total abstainer, is ever made a test of Church fellowship /—Never, to my 
knowledge. 

9054a, And is the question whether a man is engaged in the liquor trattic, either 
as a manufacturer or vendor, ever made a test of membership in the Church of England 
—Certainly not in the Church of England. 


Mr. FORD, on behalf of the Mayor of Owen Sound, informed the Commissioners 
that His Worship, who was on his way to Chicago, had telegraphed to him, requesting 
him to come before the Commission and explain the reason of his non-attendance. 


WILLIAM N. CHISHOLM, of Owen Sound, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald - 


9055a. You reside in Owen Sound ?—Yes. 

9056a. How long have you resided here !—I have been here since 1890. 

9057a. You are the Inland Revenue officer for this division /—Yes, I am the 
Deputy Collector. 

9058a. How large is the district !—It includes the County of Grey, the County of 
Bruce and the Town of Collingwood. These were added to the county of Grey on the 
Ist of July 1891. 

9059a. Have you any statistics in reference to the Inland Revenue returns for 
this district ?-—-Yes. I put in a statement, showing the quantity of liquor warehoused, 
the quantity ex-warehoused for consumption, and the amount of duty collected, for each 
year from 1884 to 1893. Inthe two years that the Dunkin Act was in force, 1877 
and 1878, the amount of duty collected on the liquor sold in Owen Sound was $i15,- 
300.20. There was no warehouse outside of Owen Sound. 

Ven. ARCHDEACON ArTHUR H. MULHOLLAND. 
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By Mr. Clarke: 


9060a. How do you know it was sold in Owen Sound !—The duty was paid in Owen 
Sound. 

9061la. I suppose the liquor would be sold throughout the county? Would none go 
outside of the county ?—I do not know that. 9 


By Judge McDonald - 


9062a. Have you any statistics with regard to malt liquors?—Yes. I put in a 
statement showing the quantity of malt used, the quantity of beer produced from it, and 
the duty collected, for each year from 1884 to 1893. 

9063a. Were you here yourself in 1885!—No. I came here in 1890. Before that 
I lived in Meaford, twenty miles from here, for twenty-five years, but I have been here 
quite frequently. 

9064a. I notice that the spirits taken out for consumption in the year 1884-85 were 
9,224 gallons, and in the following year 4,158 gallons: that was in the county of Grey 
alone at that time. Can you explain that diminution by about one-half ?—Very often, 
if they thought there was going to be a change in the tariff, they would buy large 
amounts of liquor, that is about the only way I can account for it. 

9065a. In the next year, 1886-87, there is very little difference ; in 1887-88, there 
was an increase to 6,500 gallons, but in 1888-89 it sprung up to 10,700 gallons ?—Well, 
I suppose the wholesale men must have extended their business. 

9066a. Was there an increase in the duty at that time /—No. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


9067a. Was the Scott Act in force in Bruce in 1885, 1886 and 1887 ?—I really do 
not know what years it was in force. 

9068a. Would the decreased quantity taken out of the warehouse in those years be 
accounted for, by there being not so much liquor sold through the instrumentality of 
these wholesale men in the counties adjacent to this county, in which the Scott Act was 
in force ?—No, because they were not attached to this district at that time. They were 
in the Stratford division. 

9069a. Were there not wholesale places here that had business ramifications out in 
those counties where the Scott Act was in force!—I could not say whether they had 
any business in Bruce or not. 

9070a. The Act was in force in March, I think, in 1886, ’87 and ’88?—I was not 
in the service at that time. I have just taken these figures from the books. 

907la. You cannot account for the great decrease in those years, and the great 
increase immediately after !—No. 


By Judge McDonald - 


9072a. At the time the Dunkin Act was in force in the County of Grey, were you 
residing in Meaford 1— Yes. 

9073a. Speaking as a citizen of Meaford, how did you find the Act carried out ?— 
It was a complete farce. 

9074a. In what way ?—It was not carried out at all. People sold liquor wherever 
they liked, and paid no respect to the law at all. 

9075a. Was there much drunkenness /—Yes. 

9076a. How was the vote on the Act in Meaford ’—I really forget. 

9077a. Do you know whether any persons were engaged in the sale there, other 
than those who had previously been licensed !—I could not answer that question. 

9078a. Has illicit distillation prevailed to any extent in this district !—Not so 
much as it did several years ago. But every year we get a still or two. 

9079a. How are those stills operated ?—They are generally operated in a house. 

9080a. Among the farmers or in the woods 1—Principally in the woods, among the 
Islands. We got one in town here last year. 

9081la. What kind of liquor is made in them ?—Very poor liquor. 

21—35*** 


546 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


9082a. From what is it made ?—In the one we got in town here, the _liquor was 
made from syrup or common molasses, shorts and potatoes. 

9083a. It was very poor liquor ?—Oh, you could not drink it at all. You had to 
be copper-lined to drink it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9084a. What would it be used for /—Oh, a certain class would prefer that to any 
other liquor. A Scotchman would prefer it to any other, it bites so. 

9085a. That must be very injurious in its effects Certainly. I think it would 
kill one if he took very much, because it was not properly distilled. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9086a. There would be a good deal of fusil oil in it ?—Yes. 

9087a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, would you expect much of 
that sort of illicit distillation ?—Oh, it would increase largely. When there is some at 
present, if they could not get liquor, it would increase largely. ; 


ALFRED J. SPENCER, of Owen Sound, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


9088a. You reside in Owen Sound !—Yes. 

9089a. How long have you resided here !—Forty-six years. 

9090a. You are Treasurer of the town of Owen Sound ?—I am. 

9091la. As such, do you receive the sums of money paid to the town for licenses ?— 
The town receives the money from the Board . Commissioners. 

9092a. And it is paid into your hands as Treasurer /—Yes. 

9093a. Have you a statement with you showing the suis you have received in the 
last ten years ?—No, I have not; but they have been between $900 and $1,000 a year 
for several years past. 

9094a. During the time the Dunkin Act was in force, did any portion of the Dun- 
kin Act fines come to you?—lI think not. 

9095a. As a citizen, what was your observation of the effect of that Act?—It was 
a failure. It did not reduce the sale of liquor. 

9096a. Was drunkenness apparent during that period !—Yes. 

9097a. Do you remember whether any drunkenness was seen on the Lord’s Day 
during that period !—I think there was. 

9098a. Can you say there was as much drunkenness and disorderly conduct on the 
Lord’s Day, at that time, as before or since ?—I think there was as much. 

9099a. Have you reason to believe that persons who had been previously licensed 
kept on selling during the time the Dunkin Act was in force ?—I think they did. 

9100a. Have you reason to believe that others, new people, went into the traftic?— 
T think it is very likely others did. 

910la. Were there benefits of any kind that you know of that accrued from that 
Act being in force /—None. 

9102a. Are you yourself favourable to the enactment of a prohibitory law for the 
Dominion, prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes !—I am not. 

9103a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery 
decidedly so. 

9104a. As a citizen, how do you find the present state of things in Owen Sound, 
under the license law?—There is less drunkenness than there was under the Dunkin Act. 

Wiuiam N. CuIsHoLm. 
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9105a. From your experience of the two, which would you prefer, the Dunkin Act 
or the license law !—The license law. 

9106a. Have you had any experience of a prohibitory law other than the Dunkin 
Act ?’—None whatever. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9107a. Do you remember anything of the troops or militia being allen out during 
the time the Dunkin Act was in force ’—I heard that a detachment ro the Fiosherton 
company was sent to Chatsworth. 

9108a. For what purpose ?—To keep order. 

9109a. Who were creating disorder !—The opponents of the Dunkin Act. 

9110a. Were they rioting ?—It was feared there would be a riot, over the men to 
be tried there before the Magistrate. 

91lla. Was the Magistrate to be assaulted, or the witnesses, or who ?—I do not 
know. All I know about the matter is from hearsay. 

9112a¢. Who could give us particulars of the calling out of the troops and the reason 
for their being called out !—The Magistrates of Chatsworth, I imagine. They would 
be the parties to call out the troops. 

9113a. The Act was carried by some 1,200 or 1,300 majority, I understand !—Yes, 
it was. 

9114a. It is inexplicable why troops should be called out to aid in the enforcement 
of an Act, with reference to which there was such a strong and favourable public senti- 
ment. Can you explain that?—The only reason is that the parties who voted for the 
Act did not help to enforce it. They merely voted for it, and that was all. 

9115a. Was the vote an honest expression of public opinion, then ?—It seemed very 
clear that the parties in favour of it, were not prepared to do anything in helping to 
enforce it. 

9116a. Was it reasonable to expect them to do anything more than others ?—They 
could give it their moral support. 

9117a. Did they not do that?—No. They voted for it, and that was all. 

9118a. What caused them, later on, to vote to repeal it ?—My idea is that people 
saw that it was a failure. It did not stop the sale of liquor, and the municipalities lost 
the revenue they had had under license, and so they thought it was better to go back 
to the old system. 

9119a. Did you concur in that opinion yourself ’—Yes. 

9120a. Did you vote for the Act ?—No, I do not think I did. 

9121la. Do you think the number of licensed places in Owen Sound at the present 
time is in excess of the number required to transact the legitimate business of the town? 
—No, I think not. 

9122a. You would not favour, then, a further reduction 1—No. 

9123a. Are there any saloons in Owen Sound ?—No. 

9124a. Do you favour the issue of licenses to saloons !—No. 

9125a. Have you noticed whether there has been a general improvement, all along 
the line, in the drinking habits and customs of the people ?—I think there is. 

9126a. To what do you attribute the improvement ?—To a growing feeling against 
the use of liquor. 

9127a. That feeling is growing steadily !—I think it is. 


By Judge McDonald : 
9128a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself /—No. 


21— 35} 


548 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


JAMES C. STEPHENS, of Owen Sound, Customs Collector, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


9129a. You reside in Owen Sound ?—I do. 

9130a. How long have you resided here ?—Since 1850. 

913la. You are Collector of Customs for this port /—Yes. 

9132a. How long have you held that position !—Since 1882. 

9133a. Have you any figures with you, in reference to the imports?!—I have a 
statement of the spirituous liquors imported in each fiscal year from 1886 to 1893. In 
1886 there were 363 gallons, value $186, duty $635.25—gin ; in 1887, 145 gallons, value 
$174, duty $290—brandy ; in 1889, 158 gallons, value $97, duty $276.50—gin ; in 
1890, 135 gallons, value $80, duty $270.50—gin. That is the last importation. 

9134a. What about 1888 ?—There were no importations in 1888, and there have 
been none since 1890. 

9135a. You resided in Owen Sound at the time the Dunkin Act was in force?—Yes. 

9136a. As a citizen, what was your experience and observation of the Act ?—I did 
not consider it a success. 

9137a. What were the difficulties ?—Liquor was sold in all the hotels, or in most of 
them. 

9138a. Was drunkenness to be seen on the streets !—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
9139a. Was there any diminution in the sales at the hotels /—I could not say. 
By Judge McDonald: 


9140a. Can you tell us whether it would be easy here, in case of the enactment of 
a prohibitory law, to control the importation or non-importation of liquors !—I should 
think so. 

9141la. You think you could do that, without difficulty, as a customs officer !—Yes. 

9142a. Could you do that with your present force of officers ’—Yes ; I think I 
could. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
9143a. Could you prevent smuggling with the present staff ?—Yes ; I think so. 
By Judge McDonald : 


9144a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself !—No. 


CHARLES C. PEARCE re-called. 
By Judge McDonald: 


9145a@. Can you give us any further information in reference to the calling out of 
the military in connection with the cases at Chatsworth that you spoke of /—Yes. That 
was not in my district, but the County Attorney came and asked me to accompany him 
to Chatsworth on account of the threats that had been made of violence to the detec- 
tive. The Inspector for East Grey, now Centre Grey, had some trials there that day, 
and the detective was mobbed, as the court adjourned for tea, about six o’clock in the 
evening. The mob had got sticks from the swamp, second growth black ash, about the 
size of a good walking stick, and their pockets full of stones, and they were headed by 
one of the bartenders from Owen Sound, and Dr. McGregor, of Chatsworth, who 
claimed that they were the whisky bullies of this county, 

JAMES C. STEPHENS. 
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9146a. Did you see this yourself?—I did. I brought the detective with me, and 
they reached over my head and struck him. 

9147a. Who made up the mob ’—Parties opposed to the Dunkin Act. Some of 
them were from here and some from Chatsworth, and part of them were the crew of the 
Yankee barge that lay in the river. Some of the hotel-keepers had gone around the 
day before and made up a crew of men to scrub the coal barge, and paid this crew to 
go out to Chatsworth. 

9148a. Where did the detective come from !—He is still a resident of this town. 
He came up on the train from Orangeville; maybe he came from Toronto. They 
mobbed him that night. Some shooting was done. I was struck on the head with a 
stone, for protecting him. We had to telegraph to town for men to come out to see that 
we got home all right. Then the cases had to be adjourned. The Magistrates went to 
the court room after tea, opened the court, and adjourned the cases for a week. That 
was after the rioting had taken place. Then the Magistrates, the County Attorney and 
myself, made out some affidavits, and sent them, with an application, to the proper 
authorities, to have the militia ordered out. They were ordered out—a company from 
Flesherton—and were there at the next sitting of the court, and it passed off quietly. 
We had also some trials at Dundalk, two days after the trouble at Chatsworth, with 
the same detective, and the same mob followed him there. 

9149a. Did the sailors follow him about !—No; the sailors had got their quietus 
by this time. Dr. McGregor and the bartender, Felcher, again headed the mob, and 
incited them. The railway company saw the gravity of the case, and, on the way up, 
they sent an engine, with two constables on board, ahead of the passenger train, to see 
that the track was not torn up. It was on the regular passenger train that we brought 
the detective home. At Chatsworth, the mob, headed by McGregor, attacked the train. 
Some of them went through the train and counted the seats to the one where the detec- 
tive was seated, and then they threw stones through the car window, opposite his seat, 
to try and hit him. But I had anticipated it, and got the detective to squat down 
below the windows, and he was not hurt; but the stones that were thrown knocked 
out the windows and shutters of the car, and the pieces were scattered through the car. 
They telegraphed ahead, and got a crowd to meet the train here with rotten eggs and 
stones. But I managed to get him into a rig and took him to my house, where I kept 
him for six weeks, and the house was guarded every night during the six weeks by 
armed men. Sometimes there was a mob around the house large enough for six or seven 
riots. 

9150a. What punishment was inflicted on these men who threw the stones /—No 
punishment at all. 

9151a. You knew who they were, who led the mob, and who struck the detective 
at the time he was with you ?—Dr. McGregor incited the crowd, and tried to get them 
to go past me. 

9152a. You have stated upon your oath that Dr. McGregor and Felcher headed 
the mob. Knowing those two men, what steps were taken for their punishment /—None 
whatever. 

9153a. Why did you not take steps to have them punished !—Because we knew 
too much. Every one on the opposite side would have sworn that these men were not 
there. There was so much perjury in those cases. 

9154a. Have you ever known such a state of lawlessness, perjury and excitement 
in connection with any other law, that you did in connection with that law /—TI never did. 

9155a. To what do you attribute it /—I attribute it to the fact that it brought out 
the worst nature in those men. It did not make them any worse, but it brought their 
worst nature to the front. I believe the perjury was in the men. 

9156a. Do you believe the state of sentiment in the community had nothing to do 
with it ?—I do not know. 

9157a. Do you believe that if the sentiment of the community had been the same 
with regard to that law as it is with regard to any other law, it could have been carried 
out 7—I do not think it could. I do not think you could get the same feeling up in re- 
gard to any other law as there was in that case. 
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9158a. Did the detective eventually get away without hurt ’—Yes. He is living 
here now. He was afterwards tried on a case of perjury that they trumped up against 
him, and they went to Horning’s Mills, sixty miles from here, to lay the information 
before an ex-hotel keeper who was a Justice of the Peace. We feared that the mob had 
intentions on the man’s life, and wanted to get him away from here so that he would 
never see the light again. He was tried at the assizes here before Judge Burton and 
convicted of one charge, but he was afterwards acquitted on a point of law before the 
courts in Toronto. He has been living here ever since. : 

9159a. Did you go through with anything else in connection with these matters? 
-—I did certainly. I got a mark on the back of my head that I will carry all my life. 
I lost a horse by poisoning that I valued at two thousand dollars. They also poisoned 
my dog, and I got another dog and they poisoned him. 

9160a. Were the parties prosecuted ?—No, I could not prove the cases against 
them. I knew the person who did it, but I could not prove it. The person is dead now. 
They threw a stick of wood filled with powder into my yard where my wood was, and it 
was put into my stove and blew it up. 

916la. Allthis occurred in Owen Sound?!—Yes. More than that. I arrested Dr. 
McGregor at the direct command of the Magistrates, one of whom was here to-day— 
Police Magistrate Spencer, and the Town Council were so opposed to it that they would 
not allow us to use the building that was used asa Police Court ; they would not allow 
us to use that for the cases from outside the town, and I had to hire a court that cost 
me thirty dollars. The trouble was that Dr. McGregor and the crowd that came with 
him from Chatsworth’ would insist in keeping their caps on and smoking in the court 
room. I put him out and the Magistrates followed me out and told me to arrest him. I 
did so, and handcuffed him. They afterwards ordered me to release him. He sued me 
for damages for false arrest, and he got a verdict of three hundred dollars against me 
which I had to pay out of my own pocket. 

9162a. Did the Magistrates not make it good to you ?!—No. 

9163a. You acted under orders ?—I acted under orders, and the Magistrates swore 
that they had ordered me, and approved of what I had done. 

9164a. Did you ever make representation of this either to the municipal or the 
Provincial authorities !—Oh, yes. From the Provincial authorities I got a portion of 
my expenses back in that case of McGregor, but not nearly the whole of them. 

9165a. To what do you attribute the difficulties you had in the face of there being 
such a sentiment in the community in favour of the Act ?—Well, there seemed to be a 
determined set, on defeating the provisions of the Dunkin Act or any other prohibitory 
act in this county. 

9166a. You knew the people of the community pretty well, didn’t you ?—I did. 

9167a. Did you notice whether any persons who took part in the opposition to the 
Act were people who did not oppose the carrying out of the ordinary laws !—They cer- 
tainly were. Men in high positions in this town, would go around at night throwing 
stones and rotten eggs. 

9168a. Have you seen that done?—Certainly. I have followed them after dark, 
lots of times. 

9169a. Were they punished !—No. It was pretty neara state of anarchy at that 
time. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


9170¢. There never has been any desire to have a prohibitory law in this county 
since that /—Not a law like that. There was a petition signed and sent to Ottawa to 
have the Scott Act, but there was some legal objection taken to it that threw it out. 


By Judge McDonald: 


917la. Have you ever had any difficulties of the same kind arise, when you have 
prosecuted men for breaches of the license law !—We did have some trouble at the 
start. 
9172a. Mobs collected?—No. Trouble about getting witnesses out of the way. 
CuarLes C. PEARCE. 
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9173. J mean did you ever have any of those ebullitions necessitating the calling 
out of the military, and so forth ?—No, nothing of that kind. 
9174a. Do you think there exists in the minds of the community, as a whole, a 
greater willingness to enforce the license law than there was the Dunkin Act ‘There 
certainly is. "The people who voted for the Dunkin Act did not give the assistance they 
ought to have done to enforce it—some of them did. In fact, a oreat many of the very 
par rts who voted for the Act were violators of it. 


JOHN MILLER, of Owen Sound, CAMs of the County jail, on being duly 
sworn, deposed as follows : 


By Judge McDonald : 


9175a. You reside in Owen Sound ?—I do. 

9176a. You are Governor of the jail of the County of Grey ?—I am. 

9177a. How long have you held that position !—Thirty-one years. 

9178a. When the High Sheriff was here this morning we asked him if he would ask 
you to prepare a statement giving some of the jail statistics 1—Yes, I have prepared it, 
giving the number of persons committed for being drunk and disorderly in each year 
from 1875 to 1892 inclusive. 

9179a. Do you remember what years the Dunkin Act was in force in this county ? 
—I think in 1876, 1877 and 1878. 

9180a. I notice that in 1875 there were twenty-eight commitments for drunkenness, 
in 1876 the number dropped to fifteen, in 1877 to thirteen, in 1878 to fourteen, and in 1879 
increased to thirty-five. Have you reason to believe that during the time of the Dunkin 
Act there was a smaller number of commitments for drunkenness than before or after ? 
—There were fewer commitments for drunkenness during those years than during any 
other year. 

918la. I notice that in recent years there is a decrease again. The number must 
be getting comparatively less all the time /—Yes, it is going down. 

9182a. To what do you attribute that ?—I do not know what the cause is. I sup- 
pose more temperance. 

9183a. Do you find that there is a growing temperance sentiment and temperance 
habit in the community as a whole !—TI think there is. 

9184a. Do you think to that may be attributed the decreased number of commitments 
in recent years !—There may be that. The police may be more lax in the arrests for 
drunkenness, and there may be more fines paid. 

9185a, Taking the county as a whole, do you find that there isa diminution in crime 
from year to year Yes, it is almost continuously going down, especially the more serious 
offences. 

9186a. Comparing the earlier years of this statement with the later years, have 
you had the same class of population in the county ; in other words, has there been an in- 
crease in Owen Sound of the sailor class of people and other temporary visitors /— 
There was some years ago, at the time that our population went up so much on account 
of railway construction in the County of Bruce. Many of the men came here in the 
winter time. 

9187a. What years would they be? For instance, we find that there were forty 
commitments in 1880: would that be one of the years?—Yes, about that time. At 
the time there was so much railway construction in the North-west, and a great many 
people going there, there were a good many temporary people here, and a good many 
arrests. 

9188a. Is it the result of your experience during the time you have occupied the 
position of Governor of the jail that the criminalty of a large proportion of the people 
committed to jail may be attributed to intemperance !—There is a large proportion of 
the minor offences attributable to that. 
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9189a. Besides the cases of drunkenness and disorderly conduct themselves, take 
the cases of petty assault /—Those are the cases I refer to. 

9190a. Take cases of petty larceny. We are told that people who are addicted to 
drink will steal some small article with which to get money for liquor ?—We do not come 
across many of them, 

919la. Have you many vagrants!—Yes, a good many. 

9192a. How are they as to their habits 1__Intemperate. 

9193a. Have you many total abstainers in the jail!—We have some, not many. 

9194a. Take those who commit the greater crimes, such as burglary, forgery, arson, 
to what class do they belong !—They are “from the temperate class. 

9195a. What was your experience of the working of the Dunkin Act !—Personally 
T had not much experience of it, and do not know much about it. My duties did not 
bring me into contact with it. 

9196a. Do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, prohi- 
biting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors as a beverage !—I 
would want to read the Act to see what restriction it imposed, before I would say I fa- 
voured it. 

9197a. What restriction do you favour yourself ?—-I do not favour any. 

9198a. You are not a believer in prohibition, then ?—No. 

9199a. Do you favour a license law /—Yes. 

9200a. In case a prohibitory law were passed prohibiting the manufacture of intox- 
icating liquors, would you deem it right that brewers and distillers should be remunerated 
for plant and machinery rendered useless?—_No, T do not think they should be remunerated, 
if a reasonable time were given to close up their business. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


920la. Have you many juvenile criminals ?—Not a great many. We have had 
more during the last two years than we had in, the previous twenty. 

9202a. To what do you attribute the increase in the number of minors committed to 
jail’—I do not know. Their offences are chiefly petty larcenies, stealing pigeons and 
other little things. 

9203a. Are these the children of drunken parents ?—Yes, in nearly every case. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


9204a. Do the figures in your statement represent the number of prisoners in the 
jail at the end of the year, or the number committed during the year?—The number 
committed during the year. Our jail year ends on the 30th September. The figures are 
just copied from ‘the returns made to the Government on the 30th of September every 
year. 

9205a. Could you tell us the population of the whole county ?—I ons not. Some- 
where about 70,000. 


hy Judge McDonald : 


9206a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself ?!—No, I think not. 

9207a. One question more. Do you find men committed to jail repeatedly for 
short terms for drunkenness /—Yes. 

9208a. Do you find that that system works any reform in the person committed /— 
I do not think so. 

9209a. From your experience of that system, would you think it better to adopt 
some other—say imprisonment for a longer term in some place where the prisoners would 
be given work ?—I think it would be much better. The term of imprisonment is too 
short. Generally twenty-one days is all that can be given to a man for being drunk, 
and he does not get quite sober in that time, if he is an old soaker, and is hardly fit to 
go to work at the termination of his sentence. 


Joun MILLER. 
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BENJAMIN ALLEN, of Owen Sound, Clerk of the First Division Court, on 
being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


9210a. You reside in Owen Sound /—Yes. 

921la. You occupy an official position !/—Yes. At present I am Clerk of the First 
Division Court. 

9212a. I understand that at one time you represented this division in the House of 
Commons ?—Yes, I was the member for North Grey. 

9213a. How long have you resided in Owen Sound ?—Thirty-six years. 

9214a. You resided here when the Dunkin Act was in force ?—Yes. 

9215a. Will you please state your experience of that Act !—I took an active part 
in the promotion of that Act, and I found everywhere an organized system to oppose its 
passage, and to oppose the working of it afterwards. The liquor party and their friends 
appeared to be bound first to defeat the by-law, and afterwards to destroy its working. 

9216a. In what way were those efforts made ?—In every possible way. Whenany 
person was brought up for trial a number of witnesses would appear, whether drunk or 
otherwise—a great number under the influence of drink—and would make statements 
that many persons thought were false in order to have their friends discharged. You 
have heard of the riot at Chatsworth, and the same feeling was here in Owen Sound. 
When any person was to be tried, a large mob would collect. In fact, some nights we 
considered it dangerous to be on the streets. I myself often felt afraid to be on the 
streets after dark. A mob would come around howling and yelling. They pelted my 
house with rotten eggs, broke my lamps and in other ways showed their disapproval of 
my conduct. 

9217a. Had you reason to believe that the sale of liquor was carried on !—Yes, it 
was carried on. 

9218a. Was drunkenness apparent on the streets?—I think people at that time 
made it their boast and showed that they could drink in spite of any law in existence. 
That appeared to be their determination. 

9219a. Did you find beneficial results from the Act ?-—Not as it was. But if the 
Dominion Government had furnished a law to punish those men the same as other 
criminals, we certainly would have carried it out. 

9220a. What law do you mean?—I mean to punish a man for selling—to treat 
him as a criminal. If the law were such, we could punish men for the breach of the 
law. 

9221a. Do you mean so that a man could be sent to prison for a breach of the law 
not a mere money penalty !—Well, if the money penalty had been sufficient. If the 
Dunkin Act had not been repealed, I believe that in spite of all the liquor men, Mr. 
Pearce and the constables and the County Attorney would have succeeded in enforcing 
the law and stamping out the whole thing. 

9222a. In what way would you make the penalties more severe !—It is not for me 
to say. 

9223a. There was a money penalty under the Act?—But the dithculty was to 
punish any person. It was very difficult to get a conviction. 

9224a. How would any other legislation have remedied that !—If the Government 
would impose such penalties that the Magistrates could deal with the selling of lquor 
the same as with other crimes. 

9225a. But there were penalties, and you say you could not get convictions !—It 
was difficult in the first place to get convictions, and then the law was such that a con- 
stable could not go into a person’s house and search it for liquor. A man might. carry 
on a sale, and allow his friends and customers in, and the Inspector could not go in. 

9226a. The Inspector has told us that his convictions under the Dunkin Act were 
all sustained ?—Yes, but neither he nor any other constable could go into a man’s 
house. 

9227a. You would have the law changed so that a constable could go into a man’s 
house /—Yes. If the constable could go into a hotel or any place where it was supposed 
they were selling liquor, and get proof there, the parties could be convicted. 
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9228a. From your knowledge of the people of this section, do you consider that 
there would be any feeling in regard to a law allowing a constable to go into a house 
and search for liquor ?—If the law authorized and allowed him to search the house and 
punish the man if there was evidence that he had liquor for sale, I believe the com- 
munity would undoubtedly stand by him. 

9229a. You believe the public sentiment would favour such a law, and help him to 
carry it ’—That is my opinion. 

9230a. Have you had experience of such a law !—Not in this county. 

923la. Have you in any other county /—Not personally, except seeing the reports 
of the working of the Scott Act. 

9232. In all the Scott Act counties in Ontario that we have been in, we have been 
told that that Act was repealed?—The Act was repealed because the machinery for 
punishing criminals was such as we had under the Dunkin Act, and the constables had 
not the power needed to punish them. 

9233a. What did they lack under the Scott Act !—When the McCarthy Act was 
passed, it allowed the doctors to sell liquor. 

9234a. Would you take away that privilege ?—I would, certainly. 

9235a. Would you favour a law for the whole Dominion prohibiting the importa- 
tion, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes !—Certainly I 
would. 

9236a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you make an exception of 
liquors required for medicinal, mechanical, and sacramental purposes !—-I think I would 
leave the Government in power to say whether there should be that exception or not, as 
they thought proper. 

9237a. Do you think the Government should, themselves, manufacture the liquor 
required for those purposes, or allow private individuals to do so !—I think they should 
take charge of it themselves. 

9238a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ? 
—It would depend on the time the law came into force. If reasonable time were given 
to them to dispose of their plant, it would make a difference. 

9239a. Would not such a law be brought into force at once !—I think so. 

9240a. In that case would you favour remuneration being made to them ?—If the 
whole thing was decided in a moment, I would not say it would not be fair to give com- 
pensation to some parties ; but I would favour a reasonable time being given to allow 
the thing to die out gradually. 

9241la. Would you favour the exception from such a law of wine made by farmers 
from their own grapes, and cider from their own apples, for their own use. I would, 
certainly. 

9242a. Would you allow them to make their own beer, and wine, and cider !—Not 
if it was fermented. 

9243a. Have you considered how the revenue requirements would be made good in 
case of the enactment of such a law ?—By economical government, and cutting down 
expenses. 

9244a, You think a certain amount of retrenchment would make up the revenue 
that would be lost !—I think the amount of revenue derived from the sale of liquor is 
counterbalanced very materially by the amount expended to enforce the law and for the 
punishment of crime, and everything connected with it. 

9245a. That may apply to the Province, which gets only a few hundred thousand 
dollars from the traffic, and has to bear the expense of the officer to enforce the law, 
and the expense of a great many public institutions ; but the Dominion has not, and it 
gets a revenue from the traffic of between six and seven million dollars ?—If the 
Dominion Government would collect a revenue tariff from the luxuries of the country, 
not including liquor, I think they could raise enough to meet the requirements of econo- 
mical government. 

BENJAMIN ALLEN. 
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9246a. It is said that the customs duties on liquors are of that class, because they 
are the kind used mostly by the wealthier people as luxuries !—We see poor men drink 
more than any others. 

9247a. That would apply to the inland revenue, but not to the other ?—Possibly. 

9248a. How would you propose to get this revenue /—By retrenchment and duties 
on other items. 

9249a. Would you name some of those items ?—I have not thought of any ; but I 
think I would increase the duty on tobacco. 

9250a. Suppose you increased it on tobacco until you put tobaceo out of use ?— 
That would be all the better for the country. 

9251a. If the use of liquor and tobacco were abolished, what would you raise a 
revenue from ?—I think a large majority of the people would be willing to have other 
goods taxed, in order to wipe out the liquor trattic. 

9252a. If that was done and there was still a deficiency, would you for one be 
willing to submit to direct taxation in order to do away with the liquor traffic ?—I 
would, if a share had to come out of my own pocket. 

9253a. How do you find the license law carried out in this community ?—It is 
carried out very well. 

9254a. You have very efficient officers here !—Very good ofticers. 

9255a. In case either the hotel or the saloon license were done away, which would 
you rather have done away with ?—I would certainly wipe out the saloons. I was a 
License Commissioner for six or seven years—I was one of the first in the town. 

9256a. Are you a License Commissioner now ?—No. 

9257a. Do you think where billiard tables are allowed that they should be sepa- 
rated entirely from where liquors are sold ?—Yes ; we passed a by-law whenI was a 
Commissioner, entirely separating the two. 

9258a. Have you been in business ?—Yes ; nearly thirty years, as a merchant. 

9259a. Did you find your business affected to any extent by intemperance t—I 
think the dry goods and the grocery trades suffer on account of the money paid for 
liquor. 

9260a. Then, you think the liquor traftic has an effect on other businesses outside 
of itself —Yes ; I think it is an injury to legitimate businesses, and I think that if the 
Scott Act were adopted in this county, it could be enforced here. That was my 
opinion when the petition was got up and sent to Ottawa. 

926la. You think, then, that you might have escaped here the repeals that they 
have had in other counties !—The repeals in other counties, I think, were because the 
people were not prepared to enforce the Act. 

9262a. You think you could enforce it here ?—I think the clause in the McCarthy 
Act destroyed that, giving power to a certain number of people to sell liquor, and pre- 
venting officers from entering houses. 

9263a. But if you carried the Scott Act, you think you could enforce it without 
any trouble ?—We could enforce it, I believe, without any doubt. 

By Mr. Clarke : 

9264a. How do you account for the repeal of the Scott Act in every county where 
it was carried ?—Because the people found that the Dominion Government law did not 
empower them to enforce it. 

9265a. Were not there Inspectors and other officials to enforce the law ?—No. What 
I mean to say is that the Inland Revenue officer was at the head of the department to 
punish any person for the infringement of the Act. 

9266a. Was the enforcement of the law left to the Inland Revenue officer ?—He 
was the principal person. 

9267a. In the County of Bruce, was it the Inland Revenue officer who was expected 
to enforce the law? Was there not an Inspector and Magistrates /—Yes, but they had 
no power to go into a man’s house and search for liquor. 

9268a. Who appointed the Magistrates and the Inspector !—The local Government. 

9269a. Then, in your opinion, the Scott Act was not workable !—Certainly not. 
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9270a. What amendment, in your opinion, would make it workable ?—If the Do- 
minion Government would treat breaches of that law in the same manner as larceny 
and other crimes, then it could be enforced. 

9271a. Then, in order to enforce it, you would want to arrest a man who buys or 
sells a glass of liquor as you would treat a thief /—Something that way, if he breaks the 
law. 

9272a. Would an amendment of that kind be necessary to make the Scott Act 
workable !—An amendment of some kind to punish those people who break the law. 

92730. That is, an amendment that would put the man who violates the Scott Act 
in the same category as the man who commits robbery or arson !—Yes, or who breaks 
any law of the country. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9274a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself ?—I made a mistake 
in saying that I had not experienced any place where a prohibitory law was in force 
before. I had in Australia, at the Bendigo gold diggings, in Victoria. 

9275a. What kind of a law had they there !—It was prohibitory altogether. 

9276-7. How did it succeed !—Very badly. The mining population would buy 
liquor, whatever it cost, irrespective of all law. 

CHARLES C. PEARCE.—I would like to make astatement. Isaid that there 
were none of the rioters who went to trial. Some were committed, and the grand jury 
found a true bill against them, and some were not proceeded against. 


JUDGE McDONALD.—Were any of them convicted !—_No. 


CHRISTOPHER EATON, of Owen Sound, brewer, on being duly sworn, deposed 


as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


9278a. Where do you reside ?—In Owen Sound. 

9279a. What is your occupation or business /—Brewer and malster. 

9280a. How long have you lived here !—Ten years. 

928la. How long have you carried on that business /—Three years by myself, and 
previous to that, with my brother, I carried it on seven years. 

9282a. Were you a resident of this county at the time the Dunkin Act was in 
force 7—No; I was not here then. 

9283a. Can you give us any figures as to your output of beer /—As I did not receive 
my subpcena until this morning, I have had time only to get the quantities of malt we 
ex-warehoused and paid duty on for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1892, until the 
present time. We paid duty on 14,247 bushels of malt, equal to $10,258.20, and we 
brewed 156,000 gallons of ale and porter during that time. 

9284a. Since you have been in the business here, has your ale and beer been con- 
sumed in this county, or do you send any elsewhere !—Principally in this county, and 
we ship up the lakes to Port Arthur and Fort William. 

9285a. Did you deal in any county where the Scott Act was in force, and while it 
was in force !—Yes, we did, in Orangeville, in the County of Dufferin, and in Tara, in 
Bruce County. 

9286a. Did you find your trade in either of these sections affected by the Scott 
Act !—We did a very flourishing trade in Tara during the time of the Scott Act. We 
never have been able to do so much either before the Scott Act was in operation or 
since it was removed. 

9287a. To what do you attribute that ?—Because we were living so close that we 
were able to send it over in small quantities, and the hotel-keepers need not keep so 
large a stock on hand. 

BENJAMIN ALLEN. 
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9288a. Did people come here to get it /—They sent us word to ship it. We sent it 
by wagon, and also shipped it to Wiarton by boat. 

9289a. How about your trade in Orangeville during the time of the Scott Act ?— 
We did a very unsatisfactory trade there. We shipped it by train in small quantities. 

9290a. Did you have any dithculty in making collections in Scott Act counties ?— 
Yes, we did in Orangeville. One person owed us $150, and we could not collect it. 

929la. Did he take advantage of the Scott Act ?—Yes. 

9292a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, prohibiting the manufacture 
of ale, beer and other malt liquors, would you be injuriously affected?—Yes, I would 
lose the whole of my capital, I think. 

9293a. Have you plant and machinery that would be rendered useless ?—Yes. 
The whole of my fortune is staked in that brewery and malt-house, and if such a 
law were brought into force, it would utterly ruin me, no matter whether they gave 
me one year or two years notice, because it would be utterly useless to carry on my 
business after that; and I could not expect to recover my book debts, because the 
occupation of the dealers would be gone. I came to this town ten years ago and 
put my whole fortune here, and I was very much surprised that I had come into 
a country where they had such prohibitory laws. At that time I was travelling for 
a dry goods firm, and the first town I struck was Milton, where I saw a great many 
men under the influence of liquor. I could not understand it: I thought it was 
some gala day or holiday ; and when I went to the hotel for my dinner and asked 
for a glass of beer I could not get it—they said this was a Scott Act county. When 
I went outside and saw so many people intoxicated, I asked: ‘‘ What is this? They 
said: “This is the Scott Act.” I asked what the Scott Act was. They told me 
people were not allowed to sell liquor, but I saw that a considerable quantity was 
sold. That is my experience of the Scott Act. I donot think we need any prohibitive 
measure of that kind: our town is not in a state of drunkenness or disorder. When I 
first came here ten years ago, there were only nine hotels in the town; that was in 
March, 1883. In March, 1893, there were twelve hotels, and there was very much more 
drunkenness in 1883 than there is now. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9294a. Has the increase in the number of hotels decreased drunkenness ?—I do 
not know that. 

9295a. Is there any connection between the decrease of drunkenness and the in- 
crease in the number of hotels ?—I attribute the decrease in drunkenness to the vigilant 
enforcement of the license law by our Inspector, and the conscientious observance of the 
law by the hotel-keepers. We have a respectable class of hotel-keepers here who do not 
want to encourage intemperance. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9296a. Have you had experience of any prohibitory country besides Canada!—No, 
I have never resided in any other country than England and Canada. 

9297a. Do you make much lager beer !—No, ale wholly. 

9298a. How many men do you employ ?—Ten. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


9299a. Are the statistics you have given, an average /—Yes, 
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Rey. WILLIAM HINCKS, of Owen Sound, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


9300a. You reside in Owen Sound !—Yes. 

930la. Of what Church are you minister !—The First Methodist. 

9302a. How long have you lived in Owen Sound ?—About eighteen months. 

9303a. Have you lived in other parts of the County of Grey !—No. 

9304a. You did not live in Grey when the Dunkin Act was in force?—No. I came 
here from Stratford. 

9305a. Have you had any experience of the workings of a prohibitory law /—Not 
by residence in a place. Only by observation in passing through. 

9306a.gWhere was that ?—In the County of Oxford, parts of Vermont and the 
State of Maine. 

9307a. We have put in evidence the declaration upon the question of prohibition 
made by the General Conference of your Church at Montreal in 1888. Do you person- 
ally concur in that declaration 1—I concur in it as an individual, so far as I know what 
was included in it. 

9308a. Where were you in Oxford County ?—I have been in Woodstock. 

9309a. How did you find things there?—I found them such as to discourage me 
very much with the working of the Scott Act 

9310a. What was the trouble /—There seem to be lack of vigorous enforcement of 
the Act. 

93lla. What was your experience in Maine?!—In Maine I saw some drunkenness 
in the city of Portland, but I found that unless one knew how to get liquor it was very 
difficult to get it. For instance, at the hotel at which I stayed I looked around to see 
if I could find a bar-room or liquor. I found afterwards that there was a bar-room back 
somewhere, but I did not locate it ; yet I knew that liquor was sold on the premises. 

9312a. From your experience as a clergyman, have you found that a good deal of 
the distress and misery with which you have been called to deal is caused by intemper- 
ance /—It is always associated with it. At least ninety per cent of the cases that we 
assist as a church, I find are associated with intemperance. 

9313a. Do you find that there is and has been a growing temperance sentiment 
and habit in the community ?— Yes. 

9314a. You find that the influence of the different religious bodies and the different 
temperance societies has had a beneficial effect in that way !—Yes, especially the religious 
bodies. 

9315a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself on the question 
not covered by the questions I have put to you?—No. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9316a. With regard to the condition of things in Maine, were you long in Port- 
land ?—No. Several days each way on a trip. 

9317a. How many days were you at Portland ?—Perhaps part of five. 

9318a. Did you make inquiries as to the condition of things generally’—Yes. I 
happened to be there on the fourth of July in the summer of 1884. It being a holiday, 
when I expected to see drunkenness if at any time, I kept my eyes open. I did see 
some men on the street under the influence of liquor. I attributed that to the town 
being a seaport town, and to the difficulty of handling a floating population and making 
them feel the majesty of the law. 

9319a. Did you inquire whether those who were drunk belonged to the class that 
you would call the floating population /—Yes, I was told that they were pretty much 
from the sailor element. 

9320a. You say that, in the hotel where you were staying, you believe there was a 
bar where liquors were sold in a clandestine way ?—Yes. 
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9321la, Was it better to have the sale in that way, than under legal regulation ?— 
Of course, I do not regard the Maine Law as a prohibitory law, and if you ask me if I 
would be in favour of a law like the Maine Law or the Scott Act, I would say no. Bet- 
ter a good license law than a poor prohibitory law. 

9322a. Could you direct us to any country where there is a more stringent law than 
the Maine liquor law ’—I could not, unless the law in the State of Iowa forbids the 
importation for private use of intoxicating liquor as a beverage. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9323a. It is not prohibited now ?—Then I would not consider the State of Iowa or 
the State of Maine as having a prohibitory law in the sense in which I believe in a pro- 
hibitory law for this country. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9324a, Would you prefer a license law similar to that which exists in Ontario to 
the condition of things that exists in Maine or the condition of things that existed under 
the Scott Act?—No. I believe, taking the State of Maine as a whole, that there is 
much less liquor sold there than is sold here, and also that there is much less sold in the 
State of Iowa except in the city of Des Moines and a few other cities, from what I have 
heard. 

9325a. Could you give us any information as to where we could get statistics with 
regard to the quantity of liquor sold in the State of Maine !—No. 

9326a. Then how do you know as a matter of fact that there is less liquor sold in 
Maine in proportion to the population than in Ontario ?—Only from observation. 

9327a. Would the observation you made during the five days you were in Portland 
and the statements you have seen in the papers enable you to make that statement !’—I 
took my holidays once on the borders of Vermont, taking my trips into the State, and 
my observation was very much in favour both of the healthy temperance sentiment that 
I could glean from the people, and of the enforcement of their local option law. 

9328a. What places in Maine did you visit ?—In and around Newport. 

9329a. What is the population of Newport 1—I am sure I could not guess. It isa 
summer resort largely, where there would be drinking. It has a summer population 
much larger than the winter. It seems to be a town about half the size of this. I 
may be mistaken. 

9330a. Did you see prohibition well enforced in Newport !—Well, it seemed to be 
difficult to get liquor. Of course, I had not as good an opportunity as some men would 
have. 

933la. Do I understand from you that you are not in favour of the prohibition 
that exists in Maine, but rather a more sweeping measure that would prohibit the impor- 
tation of liquor for domestic use —Yes, when the country is ripe for it and in favour of 
it. © 

9332a. Is the country ripe for it now?’—We want to test that. I believe Ontario 
is ripe for it. 

9333a. Suppose some of the Provinces were in favour of it and some opposed, would 
you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion !—On the principle of 
the greatest good for the greatest number I would. 

9334a. Under that Act, would you prohibit the manufacture of wine and cider and 
beer by farmers, for their own use?—Most decidedly. If I prohibited a citizen of a 
town, I would have to prohibit the farmer. 

9335a. You would prohibit entirely the manufacture, importation and sale 1—Yes. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9336a. In case of the enactment of such a law would you favour the exemption 
from its operation of liquor required for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purpo- 
ses 1—For the first two I would give a categorical answer, yes. For sacramental purpo- 
ses, I would have it so that the opinion of certain churches should be respected as to 
the definition of the term wine. 
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9337a. In case of the enactinent of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless {—In 
special cases, yes. But where a brewer has so erected his brewery that he could turn it 
into something else— 

9338a. I said plant and machinery rendered useless; you think in that case you 
would /— Yes. 

9339a. Is there any other suggestion you would hike to make ?—No. 

By Mr. Clarke : 

9340a. Do you look on licensing as only a little better than free sale ?—No, it is a 
great deal better. 

9341a. You do not approve of licensing if you can obtain prohibition ?—No. 


By Judge McDonald - 
9342a. Do you consider the success or failure of the Dunkin Act or the Scott Act 
as a fair test of a prohibitory law for the whole country?—No, I do not consider it a 
fair test. 


GEORGE INGLIS, of Owen Sound, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


9343a. Where do you live?—At Owen Sound. 

9344a, What is your business or employment ?—I am Clerk of the County Court. 

9345a. How long have you resided in Owen Sound ?—I was born within three miles 
of here, and have lived here ever since. 

9346a. You had experience of the Dunkin Act, then /—I had. 

9347a. What was the result of that experience !—Well, the Dunkin Act proved a 
failure. 

9348a. To what did you attribute that ’—Partly to the fact that the Act was not 
enforced. 

9349a. Why was it not enforced !—There did not seem to be any person to enforce 
it. Then the promoters of the Act did not take steps to enforce it. 44 

9350a. Did the sale of liquor prevail to any extent in the community at that time ? 
I saw more drunkenness during the time the Dunkin Act was in force here than either 
before or since. 

935la. We have had before us the statistics jail which show that during the two 
years the Act was in force the number of committals for drunkenness decreased very 
much. Can you account for that ?—No, I cannot account for that. 

9352a. We have been told to day that at that time there were disturbances and 
breaches of the peace of a serious character, in one case the military being called out. 
Do you know anything about that /—I was here when Mr. Pearce gave his evidence. I 
have no personal knowledge of those matters: but I wish to correct a statement Mr. 
Pearce made. I recollect that a bill was prepared and presented to the grand jury in 
_ two cases against those parties. In one the bill was thrown out by the grand jury, and 

in the other case a bill was found, but the case did not proceed any further: and the 

Crown Prosecutor would not go on with it. 

9353a. So that there was no conviction /—No. 

9354a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, 
prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage 
purposes !—No, I do not. 

9355a. In case of the enactment of such a law, do you think brewers and distillers 
should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ?—I certainly do. 

9356a. Is there any statement you would like to make on this question /—Nothing 
more than that I think a good license law properly enforced is far better than any pro- 
hibitory law that could be passed. 
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9357a. Have you had experience of the working of a prohibitory law in any other 
country !—No. I make this statement only from what I have heard. 


JAMES C. MILLER, of Owen Sound, book-keeper, on being duly sworn, deposed 


as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


9358a. Where do you reside !—-In Owen Sound. 

9359a. Are you engaged in business }/—No, I am a book-keeper of a firm. 

9360a. How long have you resided here '—Thirty-eight years. 

936la. You were here when the Dunkin Act was in force !—Yes. 

9362a. What was your experience of the working of that law ?—Like a good many 
others, to a certain extent I found it a failure, there is no doubt about that. 

9363a. To what do you attribute its being a failure?—Well, I think there was 
more than one reason for that. I think, in the first place, had there been a provision 
that there would have been no opportunity to repeal the Act for say a term of ten years, 
instead of one year's trial, there would not have been the difficulty in enforcing the Act 
that there was. I say that for this reason: I feel satisfied that those immediately con- 
cerned in the liquor traffic felt that if they could bring the Act into disrepute, it would be 
much easier to repeal it, and that with only one year they could afford to fight it during 
that year. But had it been established for ten years, they would not have been able to 
fight it, and would have been more likely to have given it up at once. 

9364a. Do you know whether in Great Britain or any of the colonies there has ever 
existed any provision, constitutional or by Act of Parliament, by which a law could be 
adopted with the declaration in it that it could not be repealed for ten years?—No, I 
cannot say that I do; but I am only giving my own personal opinion now, and I fancy 
that when they had the power to pass the Act, they could as well make the term ten 
years as one. 

9365a. Were there any other difficulties *—That I think was a very great difficulty. 
Then, as I think one of the other witnesses has said, there was not the same means of 
getting convictions that there is with the license law. For instance, if I understand it 
rightly, under the license law an Inspector can go into a place where he suspects that 
liquor is being sold, and if he finds liquor on the premises he can take that as evidence 
that liquor has been sold, and the party is fined., In the other case he could not do that. 
But those engaged in the business felt, as the people in the olden time, that their 
goddess Diana was in danger, and they were going to fight for it; and if in that one 
year they could make the Act disreputable they would succeed, and that was the reason 
I think why there was a great deal of drunkenness on the street. They were put out at 
the front door instead of the back, so that people could see them. 

9366a. What do you mean by saying that they were put out !—I think that if a 
man gets noisy, they try to quiet him, and if they cannot, they usually put him out by 
the back door. They do not like to hang out the sign in the front. 

9367a. We were told to-day that during the time of the Dunkin Act men were put 
into cellars and garrets and kept there until they got sober ?—My understanding of it 
is that in these places where liquor was sold, if they could get a fellow pretty drunk, 
particularly if he was one of the howling kind, they would put him on the street to let 
the public see what a miserable thing the Dunkin Act was. 

9368a. Are we to understand that in the County of Grey the comparatively few 
people engaged in the liquor traffic were able to take such steps as forced public opinion 
to repeal that Act ?—I mean to say that they, with their friends. I do not wish you to 
understand that I think there were none in the county favourable to the liquor traffic 
but those immediately engaged in it. They had a great many friends, and their friends 


stood by them. 
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9369a. In the case of any other law that you know of, is there that state of senti- 
ment in the community that would back up men in such a course as that ’—No, for this 
reason. If I steal a man’s goods, that man’s neighbour is not interested in having me 
punished—his money is not at stake. But in the case of two liquor dealers if you shut 
one up, you will be shutting both up, and they are both interested. 

9370a. That is hardly a parallel case ; the man whose property is taken is not a 
criminal, neither is his neighbour ; you are putting the man who is prosecuted for sell- 
ing liquor in the same position as the man who is wronged in the case of the theft /—I 
mean to say that it is a financial matter to those engaged in the liquor business. If 
their business is to be broken up, that means financial loss to them, and they and their 
friends will fight the law differently from any other law. 

9371a. If a man’s property is stolen, does not that man set the law in motion ?— 
Certainly. 

9372a. Did you find in the case of the Dunkin Act that there was any person who 
cared particularly to set the law in motion !/—There were a great many people who would 
like to see such a law as that, but they were not so strong on it that they would put 
themselves in the position of informers or get into trouble on account of it. 

9373a. Did you find that the man who did take the steps to put that law into force 
had not the same general sentiment of the community behind him as the man who pro- 
secuted a person for theft !—Yes, I think he had the favour of those who are opposed to 
that tratic. \ 

9374a. I asked you if he had the favourable sentiment of the community as a whole ? 
—JIn the one case, he had the favour of those opposed to liquor selling, and of course 
those in favour of liquor were on the opposite side; but in the case of stealing we are 
all in favour of the law. 

9375a. Is not there a different state of sentiment in the community in regard to 
theft from what there is in regard to liquor selling ?—To that extent there is. 

9376. Do you find that there exists in the community a greater sentiment in 
favour of the punishment of men who break the license law than there was for the 
punishment of men who broke the Dunkin Act /—They are not so strongly opposed to a 
man being punished under the license law, because he would be fined, and his punish- 
ment would not interfere with any person but himself; but the other did. 

93774. So that the sentiment of the community had something to do with the ques- 
tion of the efficient enforcement of the Act !—In that sense, yes. 

9378a. Have you as a citizen noticed that there has been in the last few years a 
growing temperance sentiment and temperance habit in this community ?—Yes. 

9379a. Do you not find that it is getting stronger all the time !—I think it is. 

9380a. Do you find that the churches and the temperance societies have been 
working favourably in that respect /—I think they have. 

938la. Did you notice, after the Dunkin Act came in force, whether the temperance 
societies relaxed their efforts /—I have not noticed that they did. 

9382a. Have you had experience of any other prohibitory law than the Dunkin 
Act ?—No. 

9383a. From your observation, are the provisions of the license law well enforced in 
Owen Sound !—Not so well as they might be. I believe liquor is sold on Saturday night 
and Sunday in licensed places. 

93840. Have you reason to believe that any illicit sale goes on in town ?-—There 
may be a little, but not much. I think there is some. I could not prove it. 

9385a. Is there any difficulty in the way of sale to minors?—I think minors get 
liquor. 

9386a. Do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law that would prevent the 
importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes ?—Yes. 

9387a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour an exception being 
made of liquors required for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes !—No, I 
would not. 

9388a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ?—I do 
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not think they ought to be unless they would indemnify a good many families in the 
country that have been ruined by it. 

9389a. Is there any statement: you would like to make yourself in reference to this 
question?—I noticed when the Collector of Inland Revenue was giving his evidence he 
referred to the amount of revenue collected on liquors at the time the Dunkin Act was 
in force. Although he was not here at that time, I think that could be accounted for 
in this way, that the wholesale men here sold liquors outside of this county to a great 
extent. For instance, they did quite a business in the County of Bruce and in the 
Algoma District, right along from the Manitoulin Island to Port Arthur. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9390a. Did they do that for two years and then stop ?—lI did not say that. 

9391la. We were endeavouring to account for the sales that dropped off during the 
time the Scott Act was in force in the surrounding counties ?—I mean to say that while 
some sold here, it was sold outside of the county principally. 


By Judge McDonald : 


93920. Insuch a prohibitory law as you speak of, would you favour an exception 
being made to allow farmers to manufacture their own wine and cider!—No, I would 
not be in favour of any such loophole. 

9393a. You would have the law prevent all manufacture, private and public ?—Yes, 
stop one manufacture, stop them all. 

9394a. Are you in business!—-No, I am a book-keeper for a lumber dealer. 

9395a. Are the business interests of the community affected injuriously or other- 
wise by the liquor traffic ?—I think a good deal of money goes for liquor that ought to 
go for groceries and provisions. 

9396a. Have you yourself held an official position in this town ?—I was a member 
of the Town Council for eight years. 

9397a. During that time had you anything to do with the administration of the 
fund for the relief of the poor !—I had some. 

9398a. What did you find to be the principal cause of poverty and distress !—I 
think the liquor was the cause generally, either directly or indirectly. 

9399a. Was there a hard fight here for the maintenance of the Dunkin Act when 
it was repealed ?—I do not think there was as strong a fight as there was in carrying it. 
I think they succeeded in making a good many people disgusted with it. 

9400a. Did you yourself support the Act at the time of its repeal !—I voted against 
the repeal. 

9401la. You thought the Act resulted beneficially!—I thought then, as I think now, 
that had it been given a longer time they would have got tired out after a while, and we 
would have succeeded in maintaining it. 

9402a. General Neal Dow, the father of the Maine law, gave evidence before this 
Commission in which he stated that after forty years experience of that law, he was 
not yet prepared to advocate the prohibition of importation by private individuals for 
domestic use. You do not concur in his opinion !—No. 


By Mr. Gigault: 


9403a. You say the Dunkin Act would have worked better if it had been in force 
for ten years. The Maine law has been in force forty years, and yet, according to the 
evidence of the reverend gentleman who was here this afternoon and other witnesses, that 
law is frequently violated /—Yes; and every other law is. The law against selling liquor 
would be violated if we had a prohibitory law passed to-morrow, just as every other 
law is violated to-day. 

9404a. What would you say if in Bangor, in Maine, there were a great many places 
selling liquor openly? Would you call that a violation of other laws !—I would say that, 
if it was violated openly, the officers who were appointed to enforce the law were not 
doing their duty, and ought to be replaced by better men. 
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9405a. But it has been in force forty years, and they have had different officers, 
and have not been able to enforce it?—We have the different laws violated here every 
day. 

9406a. We had a reverend gentleman before us who had been in Portland, and who 
told us that he knew that a great many glasses of liquor were sold there every day. Do 
you know any other law that is violated so frequently and openly? Do you think there 
are some thefts here every five minutes or every hour ?!—No, I do not think so, but there 
is a great deal of stealing all over the country. 

9407a. I think you said that if officers had a right to enter houses and search for 
liquor, the law could be enforced ?—I think that would be a great help. 

9408a. In Maine the law is such, and the officers do enter houses to search for 
liquors ; and yet, according to that reverend gentleman, the law is openly violated. What 
do you say to that?—I say as I said before, that they ought to replace the officers by 
better men whose duty it would be to enforce the law. 

9409a. Our duty as Commissioners is to see whether if a prohibitory law is enacted 
it can be enforced, otherwise we do not reach the end aimed at in enacting such a law ? 
—TI suppose, like every other reform, it would take quite a little time to establish it. 

9410a. You think forty years is not long enough time !—I think forty years ought 
to be long enough to test it. I would give it up then, if I did not succeed. 


WILLIAM BROWN, of Owen Sound, book-keeper, on being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


941la. Where do you reside ?/—In Owen Sound. 

9412a. What is your occupation or calling !/—Book-keeper. 

9413a. How long have you resided here !—Thirty years. 

9414a. You had experience of the Dunkin Act, I suppose ?—I remember it. 

9415a. What was the result of your experience !—The result of my experience was 
that it was not enforced, and that it caused bad feelings, perjury and everything else. 

9416a. Was there much drinking in the community !—I think as much as ever, 
perhaps more. 

9417a. Was there much drunkenness apparent?—I do not know that there was 
any more than previously. 

94180. What business is the firm engaged in, that you are with /—I am not engaged 
with any firm. 

9419a. You carry on your business with different firms ?—Yes. 

9420a. From your experience with different firms do you find the business interests 
of the community are affected by the liquor traffic /—I do not think the business interests 
are. Probably individuals are. 

942la. Have you held an official position yourself in the community /—I am Town 
Assessor. 

9422a. That takes you out a good deal about the town ?—Yes. 

9423a. Do you find much poverty !—No, not much. 

9424a. Taking the poverty you find, is any considerable amount of it attributable 
to intemperance /—Not to any considerable extent. 

9425a. To what do you chiefly attribute it ?—It may be to laziness, and some of it 
to liquor and idleness. 

9426a. How do you find the license law carried out in town ?—I do not think it is 
as strict as it ought to be. 

9427a. What amendments would you propose ?—A stricter enforcement of the 
law. 

9428a. Do you believe the prohibitive provisions in regard to selling on Saturday 
night and Sunday are strictly enforced /—I do not think so. 
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9429a. Are those in regard to the sale to minors ?—-I think they can get it too. 

9430a. And Indians ?—I would not like to say that. 

943la. You think the law is good enough, but that it is not enforced as strictly as 
it might be !—The law is good enough, if it were enforced. 

9432a. Would you favour a prohibitory law for the Dominion, prohibiting the im- 
portation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes ’—If I 
thought it would be effective I would, but I do not think it would be enforced. 

9433a. Why not !—It would be the same as the Dunkin Act—what is everybody’s 
business is nobody’s business. 

9434a. Incase of the enactment of such a law, would you favour the exemption 
from its provisions of liquors required for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes ? 
—Prohibit everything for all purposes. 

9435a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ersand distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ? 
—Yes. 
9436a. Would you favour an exception that would permit farmers to make their 
own wine and cider from their own grapes and apples ?—No exceptions whatever. I 
would not allow anything to be manufactured whatever. 

9437a. It would be absolute prohibition of manufacture, importation and sale? 
—Yes. 

9438a. Did you yourself assist in the passing of the Dunkin Act ?—No. 

9439a. Did you promote its repeal /—I voted for its repeal. The only thing I had 
to do with either the Dunkin Act or Scott Act was to look over the petitions that were 
filed with the registrar for the submission of the Scott Act to see that they were pro- 
perly signed. There were two petitions, I think, put in. One was rejected for infor- 
mality. I saw lots of names on it that should not have been on. 

9440a. Why ?—I do not remember just now. 

9441a. Were they people that had not votes!—I do not remember the circum- 
stances, but I know that there was quite anumber that should not have been on, and 
the Government returned that for informalities. They got up a second petition, and in 
doing so they cut out of the first petition all the names that were formal and pasted 
them on the new petition without going around for new signatures. 

9442. That is a very grave accusation to make ?—I made an affidavit to the Gov- 
ernment to that effect. It was palpable. There were the pieces of the old petition cut 
out and pasted bodily on the other sheet of paper. 

9443a. How do you know that they did not go to the parties and get their signa- 
tures ?—It could not have been done. 

94440. They did get some new signatures?—Yes, they got some, and put on the 
new petition some names that were not informal. 

9445a. What did the Government do with the new petition?—The Government 
impounded it and would not do anything with it. 

9446a. Why did they impound it—because of all of those names on it /—Yes. 

9447a. Do you know if another petition was circulated afterwards ?—I do not 
know if a petition was circulated, but I know that a public meeting was called in the 
town hall for that purpose, aud it fell through, I think. 

9448a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself !—No. 
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Rey. JAMES LEDYARD, of Owen Sound, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows : 


By Judge McDonald : 


9449. You reside in Owen Sound t— Yes. 

9450a. Of what Church are you a minister ?—The Church of the Disciples of 
Christ. 

9451a. How long have you lived in Owen Sound !—Three years. 

9452a. Has your church made any pronouncement on this question /—Frequently. 

9453a. I do not think that has been filed with us: if you would furnish us with 
that we would be pleased !—I will see to that. 

9454a. Does your church hold an annual convention !—Yes. 

9455a.° How long have you lived in this Province /—Twenty-five years. 

9456a. Have you had experience of the working of a prohibitory law anywhere in 
Ontario ?—Only of the Scott Act. 

9457a. Where was that ?—In the County of Kent. 

9458. How did you find it work ?—As satisfactorily as we expected, and better I 
think than in a good many other places. 

9459a. Did you promote the passage of the Act yourself ?—Yes. 

9460a. Were there any difficulties in the way of its enforcement !—Only the com- 
mon dithculties which have been mentioned here to-day. 

9461a. I find by the record that the Scott Act was adopted in the County of Kent 
on the 15th of January, 1885, by a majority of 2,393, and that on the 4th of April, 
1889, its repeal was voted for and carried by a majority of 1,620. Were you in the 
county when it was repealed !—I was. 

9462a. To what do you attribute the change in sentiment that led to the repeal ?— 
I think the difficulties of enforcement, and notably the untiring attempts made by those 
interested in the liquor traffic to bring it into disrepute. 

9463a. Did you find the effects of the Act to be beneficial /—We found the effects 
of it to be very beneficial, quite as beneficial as we expected, because with us as temper- 
ance workers there the Scott Act never was a favourite measure, but one like many 
others which the temperance people had to accept or let it go. 

9464a. If the effects were beneficial, how do you account for the repeal ?—Partly, 
as I said, to the Act getting into disrepute. 

9465a. If the effects of the Act were beneficial, and as beneficial as expected, how 
could it get into disrepute ?—In the manner in which it got into disrepute in every 
other place. 

9466a. How was that ’—By the fact that no sooner was the Act passed than you 
heard on the street and elsewhere a most illogical story that more drink was being sold. 
This discouraged a large number even of temperance voters. 

9467a. If the Act was doing all that was expected of it, that showed itself in 
effects. Do you mean to say that untrue talk, illogical talk, led people to vote for its 
repeal, when the facts showed that it had been beneficial /—Yes, that is exactly what I 
mean. 

9468a. Do you know if any attempt has been made to re-enact it in Kent ?—Not 
to my knowledge. 

9469a. How do you find the license law carried out here ?—I think in a fairly satis- 
factory manner, so far as I can learn; but bear in mind that a minister of the Gospel is 
not a very good witness on that point, because he never sees what is going on. 

94693a. Are you, yourself, opposed to the licensing of the traflic on principle !—Yes, 
on principle, while adinitting that it is perhaps the best thing that we have at present. 

9470a. You would not allow your opposition to it, on principle, to lead you to pre- 
fer free sale to license ?—No. 

9471a. Would you favour the enactment of a law that would prohibit the importa- 
tion, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes throughout the 
whole of Canada ?—Yes, certainly. 
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9472a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you be in favour of an excep- 
tion being made of liquors required for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes ? 
—No. 

9473a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you permit farmers to make 
wine out of their own grapes, and cider out of their own apples, for their own use ?—No. 

9474a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ? 
—No. 

9475a. Have you found, as a minister, in dealing with families and others, that 
any great amount of poverty and distress is caused by intemperance ?—Much the 
largest part, so much so that the thought always comes—it is the drink, and very fre- 
quently it is true. 

9476a. Is there any further statement you would like to make yourself !—No. 


\ 


JACOB D. SPEERS, of Owen Sound, dealer in real estate, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


9477a. What is your business, occupation or calling?—During the last seven or 
eight years I have been mostly dealing in land and building. Previous to that, for 
twenty or twenty-five years, I was a cattle dealer. 

9478a. What was your experience of the Dunkin Act in the County of Grey !—It 
was a complete failure, in my opinion. 

9479a. In what way ?—In this way, that to my knowledge every place inthe County 
of Grey was selling liquor, except two—every place that previously had a license. The 
two places that were not, were a lunch house at Flesherton, and Lemon’s at Annan, 
about six miles from here. 

9480a. Do you know the township of Holland—was sale going on in it ?—Yes. 

948la. At many places !—Yes, at every place that there had been before. 

9482a. Was there much drunkenness visible at that time?—Yes. There were 
places in town here selling liquor. 

9483a. You travelled extensively throughout the county at that time !—Very 
extensively. 

9484a. Buying cattle /—_In the winter, I bought 120 or 125 cattle. 

9485a. Did you visit farmers’ houses /— Yes. 

9486a. During the time the Dunkin Act was in force, did you notice any increase 
in the use of liquor in houses, compared with the period before or after ?—I could not 
say very much about that, no more than that farmers would frequently take a bottle of 
liquor home with them ; and in travelling on the trains—in these two years, I suppose I 
went on the trains once a week—I found that liquor would be in the passengers’ pockets 
on almost every train. There'was a great deal of liquor drinking on the trains. 

9487a. More than before or since ?—More than before or since. 

9488. I believe you said there was a good deal of drunkenness on the street !— 
Yes. It was commonly reported at that time that there were forty places here selling 
liquor. 

. 9489a. In other places in Grey that you visited, did you ever see drunkenness !—I 
could not say much about that. My business called me into places that were very chilly 
and cold, and JI often wanted to take a little liquor myself, and I always got it. 

9490a. Taking the Dunkin Act as you saw it and the license law as you have it, 
which do you prefer ?—I think the license law is far superior. The reason I say that, is 
this. If there was a house selling liquor without license, and doing a large trade, the 
men who pay license would be after it. 

9491a. Are there any amendments to the license law that you could suggest /—I 
think the law we have is a very good law for the temperance people if they would en- 
force it. 
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9492a. You think, that if properly carried out, it is promotive of temperance !— 
Very much so. 

9493a. In travelling through the country, have you noticed a growing temperance 
sentiment and temperance habit in the community /—Oh, yes, I think there is. 

9494a. Do you find that the different religious communities and temperance socie- 
ties are exercising a beneficial influence in that respect !—I do, and the people are getting 
better educated. 

9495a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law preventing the 
importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor for beverage purposes /—No. 

9496a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour an exception being 
made of liquors for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes /—No. 

9497. Incase of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless !—I do 
indeed. 

9498a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself ’—Two years ago I 
was in Iowa, where there is a prohibitory law. I was at a junction called Verdon. I 
got to the station at about eight o’clock and had to wait till eleven. I inquired of a man 
if liquor was sold in the town, and he told me where to go, and I went and got some. I 
have also been at Milton, in the County of Halton, and I saw hotels that had been com- 
fortable homes for travellers dilapidated, and other places selling liquor in back rooms. 
Before the time of the Scott Act the hotels there were neat, but during the time of the 
Scott Act the hotels were quite dilapidated. 

9499a. We have been told that in Halton during the Scott Act period the assessed 
value of property had increased and all the houses were occupied except the county jail. 
Is that your experience !—No. There was a temperance man there who took a hotel 
and tried to run a temperance house ; but he could not exist, and a temperance organi- 
zation that helped him lost three thousand dollars in the venture. This man told me 
so himself. 

9500a. Did he tell you why he did not succeed ?—The farmers would go to some 
other place to sell their goods, or they would go to some other house where they could 
get a drink and a meal. 

950la. Did the man try to succeed ?—Yes, I think he did. But he could not hold 
out. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9502a. What was the reason he could not hold out—not custom enough ?—Not 
custom enough, and from my experience, the professed temperance men do not go to the 
temperance houses. They do not in Toronto. Very few go to the Robinson House in 
Toronto. They go to the Walker House and other hotels, the same as I do. 


ROBERT B. MILLER, of Owen Sound, real estate agent, on being duly sworn, 
deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


9503a. Where do you reside ?/—In Owen Sound. 

9504a. How long have you resided here ?—Thirty-eight years. 

9505a. What is your occupation or calling /—Real estate and insurance agent. 

9506a. You were here when the Dunkin Act was in force ?—Yes. 

9507a. What was your experience of the Dunkin Act ?—It was, I think, a partial 
failure. 

9508a. Why ?—They failed to enforce it. But I think it was a benefit in some 
degree to the rising generation. 
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9509a. You think it was an educator for good, then?—An educator for good, and 
it took away the temptation from the rising generation, and they did not seek for it. 

9510a. How do you mean it took away the temptation. No open bar ?—No open 
bar and no treating. They could get it by going around to the back or into some hole 
and corner, but as they did not form the habit they did not take that trouble. 

951la. Do you think those beneficial results remained with them ?—I think a good 
deal of the liquor drunk was carried around in flasks by those in the habit of drinking. 

9512a. We have been told of a certain amount of lawlessness that prevailed in 
connection with the enforcement of the Act ?—There might have been a certain amount 
of that, but I did not find that there was much. It did not come under my observation, 

9513a. How do you find the license law carried out ?—I think tolerably well. 
There may be liquor sold here in prohibited hours, but I have not seen a great deal of it. 

9514a. Do you find that general trade and business is affected to a great extent 
by the liquor traffic ?—I think it is to a certain extent with individual families. There 
are families in Owen Sound as elsewhere that are cursed with liquor. I know families 
in this town that have been ruined by whisky. 

9515a. Do you hold any official position /—No. 

9516a. Do you favour the enactment of a law that would prohibit the importation, 
manutacture and sale of intoxicating liquors throughout the Dominion for beverage pur- 
poses !— Yes. 

9517a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour an exception 
being made of liquors required for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes ?— 
No. 

9518a. Would you favour an exception that would allow farmers to make their own 
wine and cider !—No, decidedly not. 

9519a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless /—I 
think so in certain cases ; but there are a great many cases in which I would not, be- 
cause I think a great many people have made fortunes out of the business. I do not 
think I would remunerate Gooderham, of Toronto, or John Carling, of London. I think 
if you remunerate them, a great many women and children should be remunerated. 

9520a. Is there any further statement you would like to make yourself?—No. I 
think the Scott Act and the Dunkin Act were largely failures, from the fact that it is 
impossible to prohibit the sale of an article so long as you license the manufacture of it. 
I think if the manufacturing of liquor were prohibited, there would not be much trouble 
in enforcing the law. I think a prohibitory law could be enforced in this country as 
well as any other law. I do not know why it should not. All other laws on our statute 
books are not enforced entirely. There is the law against murder, and we read in the 
papers of murders every day. I think the prohibitory law could be enforced in this 
country as well as any other law. 


CHRISTOPHER A. FLEMING, of Owen Sound, Principal of the Business College, 
being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


9521a. You reside in Owen Sound !—Yes. 

9522a. How long have you resided here ?—Fifteen years. 

9523a. What is your occupation or calling !—Principal of the Business College. 

9524a. Did you reside here while the Dunkin Act was in force ?—Partly, and 
partly in the county, at Kilsyth, about seven miles out. 

9525a. What was your experience of the Dunkin Act ?—That it worked well in the 
country. 

9526a. Do you think the drinking of intoxicating liquors was stopped ?—Almost 


wholly. 
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9527a. Was there a tavern at Kilsyth ?—_Yes. 

9528a. Was it closed !—Most of the time it was ; part of the time it was not. They 
fought for two or three months after the passing of the Act, but they gave it up. 

9529a. After the Act passed, was it closed !—Yes, for a time; but they opened up 
again. 

9530a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Act?—A great many people 
voted for it, thinking that it would do away altogether with the sale of liquor,and, when 
they found that it had not done so, they voted to repeal it. 

953la. They were disappointed ‘—Yes, disappointed. 

9532a. Did you find, after the passage of the Act, that the temperance societies to 
a certain extent relaxed their efforts !—They did, generally. They thought their work 
was finished. 

9533a. Do you find a growth of temperance sentiment and temperance habit in the 
community for some years past !—Yes, I think so. 

9534a. You find that increasing every day ?—I think so. 

9535a, As a citizen, have you observed how the license law is carried out in Owen 
Sound /—Just middling. 

9536a. What difficulty do you find in connection with it ?—I find that our students 
sometimes get liquor when they should not. 

9537a. On Saturday nights !—Minors, and on Saturday nights. 

9538a. Do they get it themselves, or do older persons go in and get it /—When 
intoxicated they have told me that they got it themselves, but when sober they would 
not tell me anything. 

9539a. Were any of the cases brought into court?—No. We had some Indians, 
who got it when they wanted it. 

9540a. Indians who were students /—Yes, We had six or seven. 

9541la. And did they show the effects of it!—I guess they did, to such an extent 
that they had to be removed—three or four of them. 

9542u. You were not able to discover where they had got it !—No. 

9543a. Do you favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, pre- 
venting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage pur- 
poses Yes. 

9544a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you favour an exception being 
made of liquors for medicinal, mechanical and sacr amental purposes /— Yes. 

9545a. Would you permit farmers to make wine and cider for themselves !/—I do 
not think they ought to have any rights that others do not have. 

9546a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brew- 
ers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless !— 
No. They only have twelve months lease of life, and they go into it as a business risk. 
I do not think that they are entitled to remuneration. 

9547. Have you had experience of a prohibitory law in any other country !-—No. 

9548a. Is there any statement you would like to make yourself !—No, I think not. 


The Commission adjourned, to meet in Toronto, on Monday, October 23rd, at ten 
o'clock, a.m. 


CHRISTOPHER A, FLEMING. 
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TORONTO, October 23, 1893. 
_ The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic met here this day at ten o’cclock, a.m. 
Present : 


Srr JosepH Hickson, Chairman, presiding. 


JupceE McDonatp, Mr. E. F. CLarke, Mr. G. A. GIGAULT. 


The Secretary read the Commission. 
ROBERT J. FLEMING, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chairman : 


9549a. You are Mayor of the city of Toronto /—Yes. 

9550a. How long have you been Mayor !—About a year and nine months. 

955la. Are you in business ?—Yes, 

9552a. What business !—The real estate business. 

9553a, Have you taken any active partin the temperance movement in the city /— 
Yes. 

9554a. And what is the result of your observation? Have you more drunkenness 
in the city now than you had ten or fifteen years ago?—I do not think so. I do not 
think there is so much. 

9555a. To what do you attribute the decrease ?—To the efforts of the temperance 
organizations and the Churches, the improvement in the license law, and the enlighten- 
ment of the people upon the question. I think that would cover the ground. 

9556a. Do you think the system, which has been in force, of granting licenses and 
regulating the traffic has had an effect in reducing the amount of drunkenness !—I think 
latterly it has. 

9557a. Has there been a large reduction in the number of licenses granted in the 
city of Toronto!—There has been quite a reduction in the last five years, from 293 to 
200, I think. In fifteen or twenty years there has been a decrease of possibly 250: I 
am speaking from memory. 

9558a. Do you know the number of licenses which are in force now !—Yes. There 
are two hundred altogether—shop, tavern and saloon. 

9559a. Is that for this year /—This last year. 

9560a. I have had a memorandum placed before me, which states the number to be 
taverns 151, shops 50, and wholesale licenses, 11, making 212 altogether !—I was not 
counting the wholesale licenses. I think the extra one of the 151 tavern licenses was 
only a temporary license, continued to the end of the year. 

“956la. You say that about five years ago there were 293. Prior to that how ae 
were there !—I judge that they remained at about that number for several years prior 
but fifteen or twenty years ago—I am not just certain as to. the year—I think the num- 
ber would be in the neighborhood of 400. 

9562a. That was prior to the Crooks Act ?—Yes, that would be the time. 

9563a. Did the Crooks Act have the effect of reducing the number of licenses in 
the city ?—Oh, yes. 

9564a. Are the taverns all required to supply sleeping accommodation !—One hun- 
dred and forty of them are. 

9565a. Then there are ten or eleven saloons ?—Yes, I think there are ten places 
exempt from supplying accommodation. 

9566a. Do the saloons supply meals ?—Lunch. I do not think they supply a gene- 
ral meal. I think they are exempt from supplying meals. 


Ou 
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9567a. Is it your opinion that the reduction in the number of licenses has tended 
to reduce the number of cases of drunkenness in the city !—Yes, emphatically. 

9568a. May I ask you if you are a total abstainer?—Yes. At least I was before I 
came into the Council. 

9569a. Do you advocate the passing of a prohibitive measure /— Yes. 

9570a. For the whole country ?—Yes. 

9571a. Will you kindly tellus the extent of the prohibition that you think ought 
to be put in force !—Oh, the importation, manufacture and sale for other than mechani- 
cal and medicinal purposes. 

9572a. That is, you would prohibit the importation and them anufacture of intox- 
icants for sale as beverages /—Yes 

9573a. Have you paid any attention to the prohibitory law in the State of Maine ? 
—TI have heard a good deal of it. 

9574a. Is that the sort of prohibition you would like to see put in force here ?—It 
is the same sort of prohibition a little better enforced. 

9575a. I am speaking of the law: the enforcement is something else. You desire 
to see a similar law enacted in Canada !— Yes, complete prohibition, as I understand the 
law there. 

9576a. In the law of the State of Maine, there is nothing to prevent the individual 
importing for his own use as much as he likes. Would you permit that in Canada ?— 
Import from where ? 

9577a. Wherever he can get it?—I do not know that I would raise an objection to 
that just now. It would be a matter to be dealt with afterwards, I think, if the pri- 
vilege were abused. I do not think it would be. I think if the open saloon were done 
away with, there would be no objection to the individual importing if he desired it. I 
do not think there would be much of that done. 

9578a. You take the ground that the sanction of the sale of liquor is in itself a 
wrong, and ought to be put a stop to on moral grounds ?—I think it is unwise. I do not 
know that I would go so far as to say it is wrong. I think it is extremely unwise. 
Perhaps upon further consideration, I might even go so far as to say that it is wrong. 

9579a. Do you think it wrong that the State should derive a revenue from the 
business !— Well, under present circumstances, I think it is better that a revenue should 
be derived from it ; although under other circumstances I would rather see no revenue 
at all. 

9580a. Would you put duties upon liquor brought in by private individuals for 
their own use /—I think I would. I would look upon it as a luxury. I would rather 
tax that and reduce the taxes in some of the necessaries of life. 

958la. The granting of licenses now, of course, rests with the Provincial Govern- 
ments. If you had a prohibitive law, would you take that power away from them ?— 
There would be no licenses to grant if there were prohibition. 

9582a. At present the Provincial Governments regulate all matters connected with 
the issue of licenses. Would you take that power away from them under the prohi- 
bitive system ?—No, I do not think I would. I think they are nearer to the people and 
easier to be got at. 

9583a. Then you might have, under the conditions which you favour, the Dominion 
Parliament passing a prohibitive law preventing the manufacture, importation and sale 
of liquors, except for medicinal, sacramental and mechanical purposes, and at the same 
time have the Provincial Governments licensing the sale of liquors ?—Well, I should not 
have that. I should be in sympathy with whichever Government had the most power. 
I would allow them to deal with it. If the result of the Dominion Government passing 
a prohibitory law were to leave to the Ontario Government the same power that they 
have now, then I would say: take that power away from them, and let the dealing with 
the law be wholly with the Dominion Government. 

9584a. Would that not require an alteration of the British North America Act, 
the basis of Confederation !—That, I could not say. I am not familiar with that. 

9585a. Is the prohibition you have described to us that which the temperance 
organizations are seeking to have enacted for Canada ?—Oh, I think so. 

Ropert J. FLEMING. 
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9586a. Would we be correct in concluding that the Dominion Alliance are at the 
present time seeking only for the prevention of the importation for sale and the manu- 
facture for sale for beverage purposes, the trading in liquor, and that they do not desire 
to interfere with the right of the individual to import ?—-I could not say. I could not 
speak for the Alliance as to that. 

9587a. You have had in Toronto, I think, a considerable reduction in the number 
of arrests for drunkenness within the last few years !—Yes. 

9588a. To what do you attribute that ’—I do not think the police are quite as offi- 
cious along that line as they were a few years ago. I think they are disposed to allow 
more liberty to an individual under the influence of liquor. 

9589a. You think the reduction in the number of arrests is more attributable to 
that than a diminution of drunkenness /—I think it is due to both causes. 

9590a. I understand that some change in the civic regulations was made a year or 
two ago, by which power was given to the Chief of Police to dismiss a certain class of 
persons arrested for drunkenness, without bringing them to court ?— Yes. 

9591a. What do you think has been the effect of that ?—It has been very benefi- 
cial. That is the unanimous opinion of all the police officers who have had to do with 


the enforcement of the law. I think that regulation should be extended so as to give 


the officers a little more power. At present they have only power to release for the first 
offence. If that power were extended so that they could release for the second or third 
offence, I think it would be a great improvement. 

9592a. Did you give any attention to the working of the Scott Act when it was in 
force !—I read a good deal about it. 

9593a. To what do you attribute the changed sentiment in regard to it, leading to 
a repeal of the by-laws in all the counties /—To the non-enforcement of the law. 

9594a. To what do you attribute the non-enforcement of the law /—I think it is to 
be attributed, to a certain extent, to the fact that the Ontario Government, fora length 
of time, claimed that they had not the right to enforce the law, and the Dominion Gov- 
ernment took the same ground. Then there were officials who did not do their duty. 

9595a. Was that on account of the lack of public sympathy ?—I think public sym- 
pathy was overwhelmingly with the law: there isno doubt about that. 

9596a. In favour of its enforcement ?—In the first place, I fear there were a num- 
ber of outrages committed on individuals who undertook to enforce the law, and possibly 
that had the effect of preventing others from doing their duty. 

9597a. Then, your view is that when by-laws came to be voted on the second time, 
people concluded that the law would not work /—No, I do not think that. I think they 
concluded that the law was not enforced. 

9598a. But would not the more natural course be to endeavour to have the law 
enforced rather than to abandon it ?—You see the people had only one choice : they had 
before them the law as it had been in operation the previous three years or the repeal of 
it, and they said they would rather have it repealed than enforced as it had 
been in those three years. If the question had been between repeal and the proper 
enforcement of the law, I think their decision would have been overwhelmingly in favour 
of the enforcement of the law. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9599a. What is the population of the city /—Nearly two hundred thousand. 

9600a. You have a great many industrial establishments /—Quite a number. 

9601la. Employing a large number of men !—A large number of men. 

9602a. Men of different nationalities /—Yes. 

9603a. You also have a large marine trade carried on here /—Yes. 

9604a. Bringing a good many sailors to the city /—Yes. 

9605a. You have also, I suppose, a considerable floating population passing through ? 
—Yes. 

9606a. Taking all these things into consideration, do you think the character of 
Toronto, as an orderly and law-abiding city, stands pretty high !—Oh, exceptionally so. 

9607a. Have you had experience of a prohibitory law in any other country than 
Canada ?—No ; except what I have read. 
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9608a. I understood you to say that you would not, at any rate in the meantime, 
object to individuals obtaining liquor from abroad, for private consumption ?—I do not 
think I would. It just strikes me, on first thought, that there would not be much to 
fear from that. It might have to be dealt with afterwards, though. 

9609a. Are you personally acquainted with General Neal Dow /—Yes ; I met him 
some years ago. 

9610a. In the official report of General Neal Dow’s evidence before this Commis- 
sion, given in Montreal, I find the following :— 

<©Q. How is liquor looked after in the State ?—It can be purchased, but not offered for sale. If 
any is offered for sale, it is, of course, liable to be seized. 

*“(. So the law does not prohibit the importation of liquor, for beverage purposes, by families ? 
—Not for private use. The law is against the sale, and the keeping for sale, and the illegal pre- 
scription. 

**(). Has any attempt been made during the last forty years to take away from the people of 
Maine this privilege they now enjoy ?—No. 

“QQ. Would you favour an amendment of that kind ?—No ; the people are not prepared for it. 

*©Q. What do you understand by the term prohibition ?—We understand by theterm prohibition 
that drinking shops are forbidden, that saloons are forbidden, and the sale of liquor for beverage 
purposes is forbidden, and so on. 

‘©. Is there any restriction, under your definition of the term, to be placed in the way of people 
purchasing liquor for beverage purposes and bringing it in for domestic use ?—No. 

**Q. You do not favour legislation that would stop that ?—No ; because public opinion is not pre- 
pared for it. In countries like ours, and England, and Canada, public opinion must always be con- 
sulted. No matter how important a measure may be, it would be unwise to attempt it very much 
in advance of public opinion. The law is educational. 

«<Q. Are we to understand, then, that the prohibition you advocate is a prohibition of the sale ? 
—Yes; and keeping for sale. 

“Q. But not prohibition for domestic purposes ?—-Not prohibition for domestic use. 

«“(). You draw a line between the two ?—Yes.” 

Would that express your views at present 1—Oh, I think so. 

961la. Carrying the question a little further, we have recently been holding an 
investigation in the County of Essex, where we find there has sprung up a native wine 
trade, and the farmers are making wine for their own domestic use, just as in other 
parts of Ontario farmers are making cider for their own use. Would the law you favour 
go so far as to prevent these people making wine or cider for their own use ?—No ; I do 
not think so. 

9612a. You have told the Chairman that you would favour a law for the prohibition 
of the importation, and the manufacture of liquor for sale for beverage purposes ?— Yes. 

9613a. That is, you would stop the traffic ?—The open trafic. 

9614a, In case of the enactment of such a prohibitory law as you support, would 
you deem it right that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and 
machinery rendered useless !—No. You see they are licensed by the year just the same 
as others, and I think they should take the risk the same as all others. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9615a. You said there were some ten or eleven saloons licensed in Toronto !—Yes. 

9616a. These are exempt from the requirements of the law as to sleeping accom- 
modation, but give lunches !/—Yes. i 

9617a. Would you favour the extinguishment of these licenses ?—No; I would 
rather favour the extinguishment of the other one hundred and forty, and make them 
all saloons, separating the sale of liquor entirely from the providing of accommodation 
for travellers. 

9618a. On the question as between licenses for saloons or for hotels, you would 
abolish the hotel license ?—I would rather separate the selling of liquor from the pro- 
viding of accommodation for travellers, and have the selling of liquor entirely by itself. 

9619a. And confine the selling to saloons !—Saloons only. I think they do far less 
harm. I think the supplying of meals and accommodation gives the liquor selling a 
standing that its character does not warrant. 

9620a. You think the liquor selling should be made disreputable ?—That was not 
the point. I would rather have it stand by itself than be joined with the providing of 
meals and accommodation. 
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962la. Then, if licenses continued, you would favour giving them for places where 
only liquor would be sold 1—That is my view. 

9622a. And that would necessitate taking the licenses from hotels and restaurants ? 
—It would necessitate their going into some other business. 

9623a. They would not be licensed ?—I would prefer that a hotel did not have a 
license to sell liquor. 

9624a. You spoke of the causes for the non-enforcement of the Scott Act. In a 
good many places where we have taken evidence the impression seemed to be that the 
Act was pretty well enforced for the first six months, and that after that there was a 
gradual relaxation of effort and the law fell into disrepute. Do you know whether that 
was because of the difference of opinion as to the power that should enforce the law ?— 
That partly was the cause, and that people’s barns were burned down and their lives 
threatened. That was what I heard. 

9625a. Terrorism exercised over them ?— Yes. 


By Mr. Grgault : 


9626a. I think you said that if we had a general prohibitory law, you would want 
it better enforced than the Maine law 7—As I understand it, the Maine law is enforced 
except in large cities. I understand that in the rural municipalities the law is enforced. 
That is the information I have. 

9627a. Have you gone there !—No, I have never gone there. 

9628a. Would you prohibit the importation of liquor for sacramental purposes ?— 
No, I would not prohibit that. We could get our native wine in Essex for that. 

9629a. You said you will allow farmers to make wine for their own use ?—Yes, all 
they wanted. 

9630a. You said that the Scott Act was repealed because it was not enforced /—I 
think so. 

9631la. Could not any individual prosecute a violator of the Scott Act?—I think 
so, but an individual did not feel disposed to take upon himself that responsibility. The 
officers of the law are paid for doing that. 

9632a. Was it not the duty of the Inspectors appointed by the Ontario Govern- 
ment to enforce the law ?—I think so. There was a difference of opinion about that, if 
my memory serves me rightly. I think personally they had a right to enforce it. I do 
not see any difficulty about enforcing it. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9633a. You understand, I suppose, that the wine the farmers of Essex makes 
becomes fermented, and that the cider that farmers make also becomes fermented !— 
Yes. 


By Mr, Clarke : 


9634a. Where would you draw the line marking where the prohibition of the right 
to manufacture would begin? Suppose you allowed a farmer to make wine or cider, 
would you allow another farmer, if he wanted, to make beer /—If he wanted to make it 
for his family. Then, if in future years I found that privilege abused, I would deal 
with it. 

9635a. And you would allow private citizens to import if they did not manufacture ? 
—Yes, I think so. 


By the Chairman : 


9636a. Would you allow them to buy grapes and apples and make their own wine 
and cider ?—I would not prevent that at present. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9637a. You would allow them to buy apples and make their, own cider, but you 
would not allow the farmer to make the cider and sell it to them ?’—Yes. I do not think 
that is an evil we would have to contend with. 
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By Mr. Grgault : 


9638. How many places were licensed to sell liquors in Toronto before the Croos 
Act came in force ?—I think in the nigbbourhood of five hundred, but I am not just sure 
of that. 

9639a. It reduced the number to what ?—I could not just tell. There were 293 
licensed in 1886 and 1887, and now they are down to 212. 


By the Chairman: 


9640a. You have one license to how many people in ‘Toronto !—We have a license 
to about every thousand of our present population—900 possibly. 

9641a. Do you remember what the number of persons to each license is throughout 
_ the Province !—I think it is 400 for the first. That is regulated by the law. 

9642a. There is nothing to prevent any municipality in the Province reducing the 
number of its licenses as you have done here !—No. 

96430. Are we to conclude from that that the temperance sentiment is stronger in 
the city of Toronto than it is in other parts of the Province !—I do not know that the 
sentiment is any stronger. It is simply a matter of some person taking up the question 
and dealing with it. 

9644a. You think the present system of issuing licenses through Commissioners 
works satisfactorily /—It does as compared with any any other system I know of-—away 
ahead of issuing them through the municipality, I think. 

9645a. Have you much poverty in the city of Toronto /—Nota great deal compared 
with other cities. 

9646a. Do you think the drink traffic contributes to what you have got to any 
considerable extent /—No doubt of it. I think it is responsible for a great part of it. 

9647a. What effect has the liquor traffic on the business interests of the city ?—I 
think its effect upon business is injurious. 

9648a. What do you think would be the effect upon commercial and industrial 
enterprises, of the enactment of a prohibitory law ?—I think it would be good. 

9649a. Will you kindly explain to us how you reason that out ?—The money that 
people now spend in intoxicating liquors would be spent in the purchase of goods. People 
would live better, wear better clothes, eat better food, and so on. 

9650a. Do you think they would consume in food and clothing the amount of money 
at present put in circulation through the sale of liquor !—Oh, I think most of the money 
that is now put in liquor would be spent in that way. 

9651a. I think you said you do not favour the compensation of distillers and brewers 
and those engaged in the traffic ?—Yes, I do not see any reason why they should be 
compensated. They enjoy a yearly privilege. When they got their licenses in the first 
place, they took their risks with them. I do not see any reason why the community 
should be taxed to pay them for going out of the business. 

9652a. There would be necessarily, of course, a large loss of revenue to the Domin- 
ion, the Provinces and the municipalities if a prohibitory law were enacted /—Yes. 

9653a. What do you think would be the best method of replacing that revenue ?— 
I judge that while there would be a loss of revenue, there would be a large saving in the 
cost of keeping up officials and penitentiaries and places of that kind, which I think are 
largely kept up because of the liquor traffic. And then I judge the purchasing power 
of the people would be so much greater that I do not think the Government would lose 
much revenue. People would use more imported goods, and there would be more duty 
paid on that. 

9654a. What class of articles would be more extensively imported that now pay 
duty !—Woollen goods, for instance. 

9655a. Would they not be more extensively manufactured in Canada ?—They 
might be. 

9656a. Would the Government, then, derive a revenue from them !—Not from what 
were manufactured in Canada. People would eat more and better food. 

9657a. The Dominion gets about $6,500,000 from the traffic, and the Provinces 
about $1,850,000. I suppose we may assume that if we had a prohibitory law there 
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would be a considerable loss of revenue to commence with. I ask what you think would 
be the best method of making that up /—I have not given any thought to that at all. 
That would be the duty of the Finance Minister. 

9658a. Do you think it would be necessary to resort to direct taxation 1—I do not 
know indeed. Possibly there are some luxuries that might be taxed. 

9659a. How is the local option law working in Ontario ?—I believe very satisfac- 
torily, from my knowledge or reading. 

9660a. Has the legal question in dispute as to the by-laws been decided ?—No, it 
is before the courts at present. It is now before the Supreme Court at Ottawa. It has 
been argued there, I think. 

9661a. Do you know in how many places local option by-laws are now in force !—I 
do not. 

By Mr. Clarke ; 

9662a. Would you favour handing over the duty of issuing licenses and keeping 
surveillance over the licensed places to the Police Commissioners in the cities of this Pro- 
vince, instead of leaving the matter, as at present, with Commissioners who are parti- 
zan? Would there be an advantage to public morals and an improvement in the traffic, 
say in the tity of Toronto, if that duty rested with the Police Commissioners /—Speaking 
for the city of Toronto, I do not think, if the granting of the licenses were in the hands 
of the Police Commissioners, that they would select better men. I do not think they 
could. I do not think the world contains a better class of men selling liquor than we 
have in Toronto. So far as the other Provinces are concerned, I do not know. 

9663a. You would not favour any change that would take the issue of licenses out 
of the present hands and place it in the hands of the Police Commissioners ?!—I only 
speak of Toronto. I would not, because I do not think the Police Commissioners would 
select a better class of men. I think out of the two hundred men in Toronto who are 
selling liquor there are probably one hundred and fifty who do not touch liquor them- 
selves, and there is not a hotel in the city where a man’s life and property are not per- 
fectly safe. 

9664a. You think, then, that it is well to keep the traffic respectable ’—I think 
while licenses are granted they should be given only to as respectable men as possible. 

9665a. I ask that because in other parts of the Dominion people have said they 
thought the trade should be made as disreputable as possible /—There is that point also, 
that the more respectable it is the more people are likely to be in favour of it. While I 
see that, I would not be in favour of making the trade disreputable. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9666a. Speaking of the respectable men who are in the business in Toronto, would 
you be prepared to do away with the traffic they are engaged in ?—Oh, yes, if I could 
do so, I would do away with it to-morrow. I believe the business, as a whole, is tho- 
roughly injurious to the community, and on that ground I would abolish it. 

9667a. Speaking of the revenue requirements, in case it became necessary to raise 
the revenue that would be lost as the result of prohibition, would you yourself be willing 
to submit to direct taxation ?—Oh, yes. They might tax me all they liked for that if 
that were necessary. 


By the Chairman: 


9668a. Are there any amendments to the license law that it occurs to you to sug- 
gest /—I do not think of anything just on the instant, 
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Hon. JOSEPH E. MacDOUGALL, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows : 


By Judge McDonald: 


9669a. You reside in Toronto !—Yes. 

9670a. You are Judge of the County Court ?—Yes. 

9671a. How long have you held that position /—Over ten years. 

9672a. As Judge of the County Court, you preside at the Court of General Sessions 

_ and also the County Judge’s Criminal Court !—Yes. 

9673a. Have you any large amount of criminal business coming before you /—The 
largest of any county in the Province ; perhaps as large as that of four or five other 
counties. 

9674a. Are you in a position to say whether any large proportion of the crime that 
has been brought before you since you have been a Judge may be attributed to intem- 
perate habits on the part of the prisoners charged ?—I think to a very large extent the 
crimes that have come under my observation, except those due to sudden impulses of 
passion, are due to dissipated lives. Of course, there are exceptions. The class who are 
criminals are those who abuse the use of liquors. 

9675a. Take the cases of assault 7—We are not charged with very many of those. 

9676a. Take larcenies of small things?—Usually the petty larcenies we have to 
deal with are those committed by men or boys or youths who are growing up as members 
of the criminal class. Usually their degradation or their peculiar view of morals is 
largely due to their associations and their habits. Of course, in a large city there isa 
class who form a criminal centre, and their influence affects others outside of their centre, 
and enlarges their number from time to time. 

9677a. Have you much juvenile crime /—Very little comes before me. It is mostly 
disposed of by the Police Magistrate. : 

9678a. Take the cases of juvenile offenders brought before you, can you say whether . 
they are as a general rule children of intemperate people, or whether they themselves 
have become intemperate in their habits?’—I can hardly say that, speaking entirely | 
from my own experience. J should say in many cases it is so, but I cannot recall any 
marked cases of that kind. Most commonly the juveniles who come before me are 
intractable boys who are sent to the Industrial School. I send very few to the reform- 

atory. I do not think I have sent over half-a-dozen there since I have been Judge. 
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9679a, You are a Police Commissioner of the city 1—Yes. 

9680a. The police force, we understand, is controlled by the Board of Police Com- 
missioners !—Yes. 

9681la. Is there any regulation by which the police officers of the city are required 
to assist the License Inspectors in the discharge of their duty in enforcing the prohibitory 
clauses of the license law ?—They are expected to assist, and their assistance can be 
asked for and obtained. \ 

9682a. Have you had any experience of the operation of a prohibitory law ?—No. 

9683a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, 
to prohibit the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage 
purposes !—No, I do not. . 

9684a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that ~ 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ? ‘ 
—That is a very vexed question. It is a question I have really not considered or formed 
any definite conclusion upon. If it is a business which depends on the sanction of the 
law for its legality, I suppose those who obtain that may sometime lose it, and-it is one 
of the risks of their business. Still, I have formed no definite opinion on the rights and 
wrongs of that question, and I would not care to commit myself at present to a definite 
opinion upon it. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


9685a. Do you know if drunkenness is increasing or decreasing here !—It is very 
much decreasing, according to my experience of the last twenty-five years. 
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9686a. To what do you attribute the decrease !—I think it is to the better education 
of the people and an improvement in the moral tone of our schools and churches and 
societies of all kinds. There are many benefit and other associations which have exer- 
cised a good influence, and it has become less respectable to indulge in intoxicating 
liquors than it was a few years ago. 

9687a. What is the effect on the community of a law being every day continuously 
violated !—I think it is demoralizing. I think if you pass a law which cannot be or is 
not enforced, you weaken the attachment which the community should show towards all 
legal measures, by having a law on the book which is not enforced. 

9688a. May I ask the reasons why you oppose a general prohibitory law !— Because 
I do not think it can be satisfactorily enforced. It would come within the view I have 
just expressed. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9689a. Have you tried appeals from convictions for violation of the license law ?— 
Yes, quite a number. 

9690a. In cases of that kind have you reason to believe there is any degree of 
perjury ‘—That is something which I think every Judge has had a good deal of expe- 
rience of. I think there is wholesale perjury, and frequently on both sides. I do not 
think it is confined to the liquor men. There are informers, for instance. 

9691a. Comparing such cases with other cases, in which have you experienced the 
greater degree of perjury /—Oh, there is no comparison. Liquor cases seem at once to 
open the doors to a flow of perjury, as a rule. I may say I was in practice at the bar 
when the Scott Act was in force in this county, and was engaged myself in liquor cases, 
sometimes for those seeking to enforce the law, but more generally on behalf of the 
hotel-keepers ; and I must say I was terribly shocked at the amount of perjury on both 
sides. The informers would offer themselves to the inspectors in many cases on trumped- 
up charges ; and on the other hand, where hotel-keepers were accused, their friends 
swore them out of the difficulty. That was my experience at the bar, and I do not 
wonder that the county repealed the Act, because it was not well enforced ; and when 
the enforcement of it is left to the members of the community at large it is something 
foreign to the genius of our people to turn informers, and they pay no attention to it. 
Even the most extreme temperance man, if he saw illegal sale going on under his eye, 
would not inform on it. 


By the Chairman ; 


9692a. Do you think a prohibitory law is desirable legislation on principle ?—I am 
opposed to all sumptuary legislation which interferes with the liberty of the subject so 
long as it is not absolutely needed to protect a man against himself. I think we have 
some statutes on the book which do interfere with it. If aman is addicted to narcotics 
or liquors to excess, we lock him up, if necessary, to protect him against himself. But 
apart from cases of that kind, I do not believe in such legislation. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9693a. The practice prevails at present of committing to jail, for ten or twenty or 
thirty days, men convicted of drunkenness. Do you think punishment of that 
kind has any beneficial effect upon them !—Not after a man has become a hardened sub- 
ject of the habit. The first conviction may redeem a man, by the shock of the disgrace, 
if he is strong enough mentally to take the lesson to heart ; but after he has become con- 
firmed, I do not think it has any effect in the way of curing him. 

9694a. Have you given any thought to the question of treating cases of that kind 4 
—I think if a man has shown that he isan inebriate, I would lock him up. I think it is 
a disease largely, and should be treated as such, just as much as insanity. I may say 
my own view is rather in favour of the Government sale of liquor. I am rather in 
favour of the Swedish system, from what I have read and heard of it. If there had to 
be a change in the system at all, I would prefer that. It seems to me that if you take 
away the principle that the party engaged in the traffic shall make profit out of it, you 
obviate a great many of the evils of the tratftic. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


9695a. Under such a system do you believe that liquor of a better class would pro- 
bably be sold ?—Oh yes, a better quality of liquor, and there would be no temptation to 
encourage those who had acquired a habit, to drink. I think the regulations should be 
such that, for instance, persons below a certain age, or persons who showed the slightest 
signs of intoxication, when they come into a public bar, would be refused, and refused 
because it was necessary to the rules of the traffic. As it is now, the great difficulty of 
the liquor traffic seems to me to be that the saloon-keepers are desirous of making money. 
They have to pay large license fees, they have to have extensive establishments to accom- 
modate the public, and their desire is to make all the money they can, so that they are 
not in a position to care what condition a man is in when he asks for liquor. All that 
would be changed if the place were a Government institution, and men getting their 
salaries were selling under strict rules. I have not made a study of the subject, how- 
ever. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


9696a. There isa great difference of opinion among witnesses who have testified as 
to which class of license is the preferable, the hotel or the saloon license, some contend- 
ing with the Mayor, that the saloon is less injurious than the hotel. If it were deter- 
mined to abolish one or other class of licenses, which would you abolish?—As far as my 
judgment and experience goes, I would say : abolish the saloon. That is nothing but a 
drinking place. The other is a legitimate establishment, where a man, in addition to 
getting his lodging and food, may get a glass of beer; and incidentally, I suppose, the 
bar being there, the general public, if so inclined, may go in and drink, as they are in 
the habit of domg in every part of the country. But I think the saloon is undoubtedly 
the more injurious. 


HENRY J. GRASETT, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By the Chairman : 


9697a. Your title is Chief Constable, I think ?—Yes. 

9698a. How long have you held the office ’—Nearly seven years. 

9699. Can you tell us if in that time drunkenness has increased or decreased in 
the city ’—Decreased materially. 

9700a. To what cause do you attribute the decrease !—The growth of public senti- 
ment. 

9701a. Has amore strict enforcement of the law anything to do with it /—Not that 
I am aware of. 

9702a. Are the present licensed places well distributed over the city, or have you 
districts in which there are no licenses at all!’—The dwelling districts of the city have 
avery sparse number indeed, but sufficient for the local requirements. The trade is 
more concentrated in the central parts of the city. 

9703a. Is there a statement in your reports of the number of arrests for 1880 1—No. 
T have only 1890, 1891 and 1892. 

9704a. They do not give comparisons with the former periods /—No. 

9705a. I have a memorandum, I think, taken from the reports of the Police 
Department, which states that the number of arrests, in 1880, was 6,939, and the num- 
ber, in 1891, 9,884, and in the interim the highest was 11,537—that was in 1889. 
Have you at any time made a comparison of the ratio of the arrests to the population ? 
—I have not. 

9706a. And you cannot say whether the arrests of all kinds made at present are 
more in the thousand of the population than they were ten years ago ?—I could not, for 
this reason, because fncluded in the number of persons arrested or punished are those 
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who have infringed city by-laws, and the number of those depends on circumstances. 
For. instance, in the winter time, if there is a heavy snowfall, we have to summon people 
for not cleaning off their snow ; and there are various other things. For instance, there 
would be a new measure introduced, and at first it would not be strictly carried out, and 
we would have to see that it was done. The arrests not being distinguished from the 
summonses, it would not be easy to separate them. 

9707a. That would not apply to arrests for drunkenness ?—-Only to those charged 
with drunkenness in the Police Court. 

9708a. Do the arrests for drunkenness include them ?—The arrests or summonses 
for drunkenness would appear before the Police Magistrate. 

9709a. In 1892, the total of persons arrested and summoned for drunkenness was 
3,657. Does that include all the persons arrested for drunkenness ?7—Since the law was 
passed enabling the police authorities to discharge persons arrested for drunkenness for 
the first time, the people discharged under that power have, of course, to be deducted. 

9710a. According to the statement I have here, in 1880, 2,873 persons were arrested 
for drunkenness, and in 1891, 3,758. That shows an increase, but not greater, perhaps, 
than the proportionate increase of the population. 

Mr. Ciarkxe.—The population more than doubled in that time. 


By the Chairman : 


971la. Could you prepare a statement for us, showing the number of arrests 
for drunkenness per thousand of the population, from 1880 down to the present time ? 
—I think that can be done. 

9712a. Have you at any time made a comparison of the number of arrests per 
thousand of the population in Toronto, with the number per thousand in other cities /— 
No. 

9713a. Do you know how Toronto compares with Montreal in that respect /—I do 
not. I got their report, but I did not analyze it in that way. 

9714a. Montreal has an excessive number of licenses—I do not hesitate to say so 
—while Toronto has a comparatively small number; and it would be interesting to see 
how the number of arrests per thousand of the population for drunkenness, in the two 
places, would compare ?—That would depend partly upon the proportion of the police to 
the population. If Montreal has more police officers on duty on the streets, the proba- 
bilities are that they would see more drunkenness if it existed. Their system is differ- 
ent from ours as far as the police hours of duty, and so forth, are concerned. 

9715a. How do you think Toronto should compare with a city like Portland, 
Maine? Is there any reason that occurs to you why the arrests per thousand of the 
population in Toronto should be largely in excess or largely below the arrests per 
thousand in a city like Portland, which has about 37,000 people !—Portland, if I am 
not mistaken, is in a State where prohibition exists. If the difficulties of getting liquor 
in Portland are as great as they are in getting it in other parts of the State where I have 
been, I presume there ought to be less drunkenness. The facilities for getting it here 
are such as to enable any one who wants to buy it, to do so. There, I presume, you 
would have to know where to go to get it. 

9716a. Then, Portland being in a State where a prohibitory law exists, your view 
is that the number of arrests should be smaller, in proportion to the population, than in 
a city like Toronto !—I presume so. 

9717a, When was the regulation adopted enabling you to dismiss certain persons 
arrested for drunkenness, instead of bringing them to the Police Court /—In May, 1892. 

97184. What has been the effect of that regulation ?—Last year, I think, there 
were some eight hundred persons discharged by the police. The law works very well. 
It enables persons who are temporarily overcome by liquor, who are otherwise of good 
character, to go to their homes as soon as their friends take them away or they are ‘able 
to go alone. 

9719a. Do you think they are less likely to offend again than if brought before the 
Police Court and fined, perhaps ?—I think a great many cases of drunkenness are acci- 
dental, and not likely to occur again in a similar way. 
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9720a. And you think leniency in such cases would have a better effect than pun- 
ishment ?— Undoubtedly. 

9721a. Do you think the liquor traftic adds appreciably to the other kinds of 
offences committed in the city /—Undoubtedly it does. 

9722a. Largely ’—Yes. 

9723a. What class of offences ’—Assaults and crimes that are the outcome of 
drunken associations and surroundings; young girls, through the neglect of their 
drunken parents, fall into bad habits—prostitution and larceny ; ; in fact, a great many 
of the cases on the criminal calendar of that character are, in my opinion, either directly 
or indirectly connected with drunkenness and its consequences. 

9724a. Have you many places of prostitution in the city /—Not many places of 
public prostitution, 

9725a. Is liquor sold in these places generally /—Not if we can prevent it. 

9726a. But what is the fact !—It is sold to a limited extent. 

9727a. Have you any places where liquor is sold illegally in the city ?—A few. 

9728a. Can you give us any idea of how many ?—I would not like to hazard a 
statement as to the exact number. I should say that those that are suspected by the 
police of regularly selling without license, do not exceed a score. 

9729a. I suppose you have no sale on the streets by men carrying whisky in their 
pockets or in their boots ?—Oh, the ‘ growler,” as it is called, sometimes works, but not 
on the streets, It is more on the Island and at other public resorts—and at the Exhi- 
bition—places of that kind, where there would be some reasonable opportunity of dis- 
posing of it. There would be sales made, but very few. 

9730a. Is there much poverty in the city that comes under the notice of the police ? 
—Not a great extent ; we have a few cases. Directly we hear of a case of destitution 
we hand it over to the city officials. 

9731la. Are such cases as do come under your notice due to the influence of the 
liquor trattic, do you think /—I think the same remark applies to poverty that I made 
with regard to crime. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9732a. Did I understand you to say that there are not many houses of ill-fame in 
the city —Not many. 

9733a. Has an attempt been made to suppress them !—The policy of the depart- 
ment has been in that direction. 

9734a. With what measure of success !—Women of professional ill repute have left 
the city to a large extent. 

9735a. We have been told in the Western States of the Union that the attempt to 
suppress these places led to the scattering of the evil through the community—single 
women taking rooms, sometimes in business blocks, sometimes in other places, and some- 
times becoming domestics in families, so that the police lost the supervision of them that 
they had where they were in regular houses of ill-fame. Have you experienced a diffi- 
culty of that kind in Toronto?—Yes, I think the amateur element, so to speak, has 
rather increased, and there is more fornication committed in offices and down-town 
establishments. 

9735}a. We found in the State of Nebraska a system existing by which these houses 
are kept in one particular part of the city, and the keepers and inmates are required to 
go to the Police Court or the police oftice every month and pay a definite sum by way 
of a fine. You have never had such a system as that in the city of Toronto !—No. 

9736a. Do you believe, from the sentiment of the city of Toronto, it would tolerate 
such a system ’—It would not stand it for a moment. 

9737a. Would not such a state of things have a tendency to produce a contempt for 
morality and law in the minds of the people ? -—T presume it would. 

9738a. It would be highly undesirable in any way ?—I should say so, unquestion- 
ably. 

9739a, In criminal cases of the more serious kinds such as burglary, arson, forgery, 
perjury, do you find that the persons charged are generally men of intemperate habits or 
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otherwise !— Usually men that are addicted to drink more or less, and are found about 
saloons and places where liquor is sold. 

9740a. Are they men who are able to control themselves as to drinking to excess ? 
—The successful criminal requires to keep his wits about him, and if he commits a crime 
while in a drunken state he is very likely to be caught. 

9741a. How are matters in Toronto with regard to gamblers !—Professional 
gamblers give Toronto a wide berth. We have had very little experience of them of 
late years. 

9742a. You have been able to keep them away from the city as a rule ?—Yes. 

9743a. What are the habits of those you do have ?—They are not drunken men as 
a rule. 

9744a,. What is the effect upon a community if a law upon the Statute-book is not 
effectively carried out !—Demoralizing ; calculated to bring the law into disrespect. 

9745a. How large a force have you /—two hundred and seventy all told, including 
myself. 

9746a. Is your force at the disposal of the License Inspectors to prevent breaches of 
the license law, and to bring before the courts persons who may be charged, for instance, 
with selling on Saturday night and Sunday ?—Our force assists the license department 
in any way they can to enforce the law on that subject, as they do all municipal, Dom- 
inion or Ontario statutes. 

9747a. Have you had experience yourself of the working of a prohibitory law !— 
None. 

9748a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a law prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation and sale of intoxicating liquor for beverage purposes /—No. 

9749a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless!—That is 
a question I have never given any consideration to; but expressing an unconsidered 
opinion I should say they were entitled to remuneration. 


By the Chairman: 


9750a. Do you object to a prohibitory law on principle, or because you consider it 
impracticable ?—I consider that until public sentiment is educated to that point you 
could not enforce it without increasing the number of officials and making it almost 
Russian. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9751la. But when public opinion is as ripe as that, there will be no occasion for 
prohibition ?—What I mean is the vast majority of the people. 

9752a. That is, in order to render it possible to enforce a law of that kind, there 
would have to be a very strong public opinion as well as an increased force of officials? 
—(Juite so. 

9753a. Regarding the treatment of drunkards, do you approve of the present system 
of sending them down for ten or twenty or thirty days!—I think it utterly fails to 
reclaim a man of his drunken habits; during the time of his imprisonment he is an 
expense to the community, and his labour is not allowed to be utilized to any extent. 

9754a. Would it be better if there were sanitariums or hospitals for men who are 
habitual drunkards, where they would be treated as well as made to work !—I think it 
would be a very desirable move. 

9755a. Would you favour the abolition of the saloon license or the hotel license if 
either had to go?—I do not see why the law should apply to one more than another. 

9756a. The hotels are required to provide accommodation and serve meals, while 
the saloons are practically only drinking places /—A good many of them have restaurants 
attached to them, and they serve citizens down town with meals. 

9757a. I think you said something of the difficulties of obtaining liquor at Port- 
land. Have you ever been in Maine ?—I have. 

9758a. What experience had you there of the prohibition law?—Only the experience 
of a guest at a hotel. 
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9759a. I think you said something about the practice prevailing on the Island of 
“working the growler.” Did that system exist on the Island before the licenses were 
taken away !—I could not say. There have been no licenses issued on the Island, to my 
best recollection, since I became Chief Constable. I would scarcely call it a practice. I 
would say that liquor is occasionally sold on the Island in that way: men would take it 
over on their persons and sell it to persons they thought it was safe to sell to. 

9760a. Is there a good deal of illicit sale on the Island during the summer ?—Yes, 
there was a good deal of lager beer—chiefly lager beer. 

9761a. It is claimed that one of the results of the passage of a prohibitory law is 
to decrease the sale of light beer and other bulky liquors and to increase the sale of 
spirits. Your experience on the Island has been with lager. Is that owing to the sale 
being confined to clubs ?—The chief reason is that lager is more suitable for consump- 
tion than spirits in hot weather. 

9762a. It is claimed that lager being more difficult to handle, the result of the 
adoption of a prohibitory law is that the sale of the stronger liquors increases and the 
sale of lager decreases on account of its bulkiness ?—Of course, it is more difficult to 
conceal it. 

9763a. Has the strict enforcement of the prohibitory provisions of the license law 
as regards the sale of liquor on Saturday night and on Sunday had any effect on the pro- 
portion of drunks before the courts on Monday morning ’—The number of arrests for 
drunkenness on Sunday is a very small proportion of the total; so that if any 
drinking goes on on Sunday people do not find their way on to the streets. Saturday, 
generally speaking, may be fairly said to have quite as many cases of drunkenness as 
any other day of the week. That is accounted for in various ways. It is pay day. 

I764a. You spoke of the efforts that had been made to stamp out these notorious 
and recognized houses of ill-fame in the city. On the whole, what has been the effect 
of those efforts. Has the condition of affairs been made more satisfactory ?—It is a 
very difficult question to answer. I do not know any subject that is more open to two 
conclusions being arrived at. The suppression of the houses of prostitution has a bene- 
ficial effect with respect to the men from outside points coming into the city—strangers 
who want to go to those places : if they do not exist, they of course cannot go to them, 
and they do not know the places of private resort. The thieves and people of that kind 
cannot make them resorts for the disposal of stolen property. There are other results 
that are beneficial. On the other hand, it undoubtedly assists the women who are in- 
clined to lead a loose life to gain a partial livelihood in that way by taking rooms and 
bringing in men. To what extent that is carried on would be a very difficult matter to 
say. The police can only surmise, when they see women go into these rooms, that they 
go there for immoral purposes. 

9765a. They cannot exercise as rigid and vigilant a supervision over these persons 
as they can over the more recognized and established houses ?—They could not exercise 
any supervision over them in a man’s office. 


CURRAN MORRISON, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By the Chairman : 


9766a. Are you the Clerk of the Police Court ?—I am. 

9767a. How long have you held that position ?—I have held the chief clerkship for 
nearly four years—since November, 1889. I have been in the ottice eight years. 

9768a. Do all the arrests made by the police come before the Police Court /—Yes. 

9769a. Who is the presiding Magistrate in that court ?—George T, Denison. 

9770a. I suppose you keep regular records of all the cases that come before the 
Court ?—I do. 

9771a. And you make a return to the Dominion Government ?—I do. 
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97720. Have the cases brought in by the police decreased within recent years ?7— 
Yes, very much. 

9773a. Have you any statistics prepared which would give us the number of cases 
coming before the Court ?—I have compiled a statement from 1888 to 1892 inclusive, 
showing the total number of cases in each year, the number of arrests for drunkenness, 
the percentage that there are of the total number of cases, and the amount of fines and 
costs collected. 


Total number Arrested for Fines and costs 
Yeuar. of cases. being drunk. Per cent. collected. 
(OSC eee 10,905 4,822 Ad. ee 
POCO rg te cs 11,587 5,441 Az Peek 
ree Oia eT ts te OA: 5,023 44 $14,240 85 
ay Sh eee 9,884 3,758 57 13,698 03 
neonate 8,991 3,657 40 11,142 20 


1891 was the first year I had charge of the books. 

9774a. There was a very large reduction in the number of cases of drunkenness in 
1891 as compared with 1890. Was there any change in the system of making arrests 
and bringing offenders before the court which would affect the figures?—Yes. In the 
latter part of 1890 provision was made for the constables to discharge prisoners who 
were brought before them for the first time, but I may say that those are included in 
this statement in every case, simply because they are entered on the calendar and 
marked “discharged by Inspector So-and-so” or “Sergeant So-and-so.” They are taken 
into account just as if they had been discharged by the Magistrate. 

9775a. Then the alteration in the system would not really affect the figures ?—It 
would not affect them at all. 

9776a, Shall we be correct in concluding that the great decrease is due to a dimi- 
nution of drunkenness, or the community becoming more temperate /—Yes, it would 
appear so, 

9777a. And that has continued in 18921—Yes. 

9778a. Up to what period is this return made !—December, 1892. 

9779a. Suppose the police bring into court a man charged with committing an 
assault, and it is discovered in the course of the investigation which ensues that he was 
drunk, would the charge of drunkenness be added !—No. 

9780a. He would be only tried on the charge brought by the police /—Yes. 

978la. And there would be only one conviction and one fine?—Yes. I might state 
that if the opposite were the case, for instance, if John Smith was drunk and struck a 
citizen, and he was arrested for being drunk, the citizen would be at perfect liberty to 
lay a charge of assault. That generally appears on the information, that he assaulted 
somebody, and then we ask the citizen if he wishes to prosecute for assault, and if he 
does we lay the information. 

9782a. Are the amounts given in this statement the total amounts collected by the 
Police Court ?—Yes. ? 

9783a, And there is no other court collecting fines !—No other court. 

9784a. Then the whole of the fines collected by the city of Toronto are represented 
by these figures /—They are. 

9785a. Eliminating the cases of drunkenness from the number of cases of ali sorts 
that come before the court, can you say if many of the other offences result from intem- 
perance /—Some of them do. 

9786a. A large proportion —I would not say the majority of cases. 

9787a. That is to say, you do not think fifty per cent do?—No. I think fifty per 
cent would be the limit, that is, of the more serious crimes. 

9788a. What do you include under that term ?—My experience has been that in 
the majority of cases of burglary, and where violence takes place, and where a great deal 
of cunning has to be employed, those men as a rule do not drink. 

9789a. What about cases of petty larceny?—lI think a great deal of that may come 
from drunkenness, people picking up articles from the front of stores, and so forth, 
while they are drunk, and some of them do not know that they have done it. 
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9790a, Assaults 1—I think a great many assaults come from drinking, men gather 
together and drink and have a row. There are a good many cases of that description. 

979la. Assaults on females?—No. I think that is a vice by itself—apart from 
drinking entirely. 

9792a.- Have you given any thought to the question of prohibitive legislation !—I 
cannot say that I have gone into it very deeply. JI have my own opinion about it. 

9793a. Do you think it would be a desirable thing for the Dominion Parliament 
to enact a prohibitive measure !—I would go in for the prohibition of ardent spirits 
myself, that is, whisky and brandy. 

9794a. Would you prohibit beer and wines !—No; nothing but whisky and brandy. 

9795a. Do you think a law prohibiting the manufacture and importation of ardent 
spirits could be effectively carried out /—I think it would be very hard to do it. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9796a. Do you find much drunkenness among women in the city of Toronto ?— 
Quite a little. 

9797a. Have you much juvenile crime ’—Yes, there is quite a lot of crime amongst 
juveniles. 

9798a. Are many children brought to the Police Court ?—A great many. 

9799a. To what do you attribute the fact of there being so many ?—I attribute it 
to their general surroundings, the way they are brought up, the lax way parents have 
of letting their children run around loosely at night, the reading of dime novels and 
trash of that kind. 

9800a. Is it to be attributed, then, to the customs of the day in regard to home 
life and the government or non-government of children !—Yes, there is no doubt about 
that. 

9801a. Misgovernment, I suppose, in some cases ?—Yes, and the general disregard 
for the Sabbath. I think all these things lead up to crime. 


By Mr. Clarke « 


9802. Did you say there was an improvement, though, generally during the last 
five or six years ?—I think there is. 

9803a. To what do you attribute the improvement ?—Certainly the institutions of 
the city are doing a great deal of good. 

98040. That is, the churches, the temperance organizations and so on ?—And 
general charitable institutions. 

9805a. Do you approve of the present method of treating drunkards who are 
brought before the Police Court—if they are convicted and cannot pay their fine, send- 
ing them to jail for ten or twenty or thirty days?—I do. 

9806a. You could not suggest any method that you think would be an improve- 
ment /—Well, our practice in the Police Court is this: If a man comes up there who 
is not, so to speak, a regular customer of ours, and he is pretty shaky with lquor, we 
remand him for a week, and he gets the proper treatment in the jail hospital if he 
needs it ; and when he comes back he always looks very much improved, and in nine 
cases out of ten he is discharged without being fined at all. 

9807a. Take the chronic drunk—do you think the treatment he receives of being 
committed for ten or twenty days is beneficial ?—I do not think it does them any good. 

9808a. What would you suggest should be done with them ?—For one thing, I do 
not think they have enough work to do when they are committed. I think it would 
have a wholesome effect if they were kept busy—not too hard work. 

9809a. Would you favour the establishment of institutions—dipsomaniac hospi- 
tals or asylums—to which these chronic drunks would be committed for definite periods, 
and where they would receive suitable treatment /—Yes, I would favour that. 

9810a. You think that would help to reclaim them ?—Yes, I think so. 


By Mr, Gigault : 


98lla. Could you give us the number of convictions for drunkenness in Toronto for 
a few years before and after the Crooks Act came into force !—I can get it up for you. 
CurRAN Morrison, 
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9812a. Do you think the number of convictions for drunkenness decreased after 
the Crooks Act came into force!—It has been decreasing for the last five years, but I 
cannot say that it has been owing to the Crooks Act. 

9813a. The Crooks Act had the effect of decreasing the number of places ?—Yes, 
but I think the decreasing of the number of places where liquor is sold has not the 
effect of decreasing drunkenness. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9814a. How is that ?—I think it does not make very much difference how many 
places there are. If a man is a drinking man and wants a drink, it does not make any 
difference whether he walks one block or two blocks for it. 

9815a. Do you think it decreases the amount of drink consumed ?—Yes, if it is 
too far away. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9816a. The Chief of Police told us that in your city there are districts in which the 
number of licensed places is very sparse. Multiply the number of places in those sec- 
tions, and do you think there would be more liquor consumed !—Oh, yes, I dare say 
many a man would drink there who would not if it were not so handy. 


THOMAS HAZZARD, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chairman : 


9817a. Your position is that of Superintendent of Industrial Schools ?—Yes, the 
Victoria Industrial School. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9818a. How long have you held that position /—A year and six months. 

9819a. Where are the schools located ?/—At Mimico. 

9820a. That is on the western boundary of the city /—Yes. 

9821la. How many pupils are there in the schools ?—One hundred and ninety-one at 
present. . 
9822a. How are the schools maintained !—We got a Government grant, and we 
get two dollars per week for each pupil from the municipality or the parent that sends 
them. Sometimes the whole is paid by the parent. 


By the Chairman : 


9823a. You say “we” get; is it acorporation !/—Yes, itis acompany. It is under 
the auspices of the Toronto School Board, and a Board of Management that is appointed. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


9824a. Who is the President of the Board?’—Judge Proudfoot. Mr. Howland is 
Chairman of the Board of Managers ; the others are only honorary members. 

9825a. Mr. Howland, then, would be the person to whom we should look for 
information regarding the purposes and aims of the institution ’—Yes, 

9826a. Are the children who are sent to the industrial school taught trades ?— 
They are not taught trades in the ordinary sense of the word. They make their own 
clothes and boots and work at carpenter work. Our aim is not to teach the boys a 
trade. They are supposed to be incorrigibles, and our aim is to discipline the boys and 
make them handy. 

9827a. The boys are committed until what age?—Sixteen years of age. 

9828a. Have the Board of Managers complete control of the children until they 
reach the age of sixteen /—Yes. 
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9829, Can they send them to the homes of farmers under a written agreement for 
any length of time /—Yes, for any length of time until they are sixteen, and bind them 
to trades until they are sixteen. 

9830a. I suppose these schools were established for the purpose of finding homes 
for these incorrigibles, where they would be under strict discipline with a view to their 
reformation !— Yes. 

983la. Have you made any study of the habits of these children, or the causes 
which have brought them to be confined in these schools ?—Not a great deal. 

9832a. Do you know what percentage of the parents of these children are addicted 
to the excessive use of liquor?—I have just been looking over the record, and I find 
that since the school started five or six years ago we have had 358 inmates, and the 
parents of 104 of these are addicted to drink. Jam not prepared to say that they are 
all drunkards, but they drink. 

9833a. What about the other 254 ?—Of these there are about fifty or sixty that 
we could not find out about. Then there are some of these children that have no parents 
at all, that are illegitimate, and some of them are orphans. 

9834a. In what way did you obtain the information about the 104 ?—By asking 
the children and from our own observation. ‘lhe parents are allowed to visit the insti- 
tution once a month. Often, too, I would visit their homes when in the city ; and we 
have a lady visitor who visits the homes ; and we now have a gentleman, Mr. Atkinson, 
who is employed to get places for the children and see what kind of homes they have. 

9835a. Do you find that the children of many total abstainers are inmates of the 
School !—I could not say how many of them are total abstainers. 

9836a. Are there any 1—I think so. I know that some of the parents are very 
respectable people, and not given to drink at all. 

9837a. What is the expenditure for the maintenance of the school, every year /— 
Somewhere in the neighborhood of $20,000. 

9838a. Have you given any thought or attention to the question of the enactment 
of*a prohibitory law ?7—No, I have not lately. In fact, I have given very little thought 
to‘any public affairs out of my own business. 

9839a. You are not prepared, then, to express an opinion on that matter /—Only 
my Own conviction. 

9840a. What is your own conviction ?—That we should have prohibition. But I 
have not given the question any studyin any way. In fact, I study very little except 
what concerns our own institution. 

984la. Have you got any figures or statements showing what the results of the 
treatment of the boys in the Home have been? Can you trace the boys after they leave ? 
—Yes, we have made inquiries, and are making inquiries now. Last year when our 
reports all came in, there were eighty per cent of the children that we had let out, some 
115 or 120, who were doing well. 

9842a. How long had they been sent away from the Home? 
years, some a year, and some probably a year and a half. 


Some of them two 


9843a. Have you had any statement showing the nationality of the children /—Yes. 


9844a, Do you recollect whether most of them were born in Canada or were imimi- 
grants /—I do not. 

9845a. Do you publish an annual report !/—We do. 

9846a. Do they contain this information ?—No, not the nationality. But I have 
a record of the nationality. We shall be getting out a report in about a week or two. 

9847a. Will that report contain the nationality !—I could put that in. 

9848a. We would be glad to know whether these children are sent out here, and 
find their way into homes of this kind ?—Most of the children are born in Canada. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9849a. You have spoken of having children of respectable parents. Have you had 
cases where the father is dead, and the mother has found herself unable to manage a 
boy, and he is sent to your institution to be taken care of —Yes, and we have a great 
many cases where there is a stepfather or a stepmother. 
THomas Hazzarp. 
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9850a. And you have cases, I suppose, where the parents have been imprisoned for 
some offence, and the children, having no one to take care of them, have been sent to 
the institution to be kept there 1_Yes, we have several of those. 

9851a. You, have spoken of the institution being supported by Government grant 
and by contributions from the municipalities that send children there. Is there. also 
money received by subscription !—Oh, yes, there are donations. For all the changes we 
are making in the buildings we have to depend on charity. 

9852a. You send out appeals to the general public from time to time, asking for 
assistance /— Yes. 

9853a. The work is really a work of charity and mercy /—Yes. 

9854a. Supplemented by the Government grant ?—Yes. 

9855a. And the municipalities ordered by the courts to pay two dollars a week for 
the keep of the children sent there ?—Yes, for board and lodging ; that covers every- 
thing. 


By the Chairman: 


9856. Must a child have committed some offence before being sent to the School ? 
—Not necessarily. If he is a persistent truant, or is incorrigible in the public school, 
or if the parent makes affidavit that he is not able to control the child, that he is incor- 
rigible, that he is in bad company, \and that he is afraid the child will grow up to bea 
criminal. 

9857a. Is it a necessary preliminary before a child is sent to the School that there 
must be an order of some court sending him there?—Yes, a Police Magistrate or a 
Judge. 

9858a. In every case in which a child is committed by order of a court, does the 
municipality pay two dollars a week !—No. We look to the municipality from which 
the child comes for the care of the child ; but if the parent is able, the municipality can 
collect from the parent. But in a great many instances the parent offers to pay half ; 
in some instances they pay it all, and in other cases they pay fifty cents a week, as they 
feel able. 

9859a. Then you have a regular charge for the maintenance of these children ?— 
Yes, two dollars a week. 

9860a. Then you clothe and feed them !—Clothe and feed them all. 

9861la. On what principle is the Government grant made !—The grant we get now 
from the Government is ten cents per day per boy. 

9862a. For all the boys in the institution /—Yes, for all the boys that are in the 
institution—not for the boys that are out. 

9863a. The decision of the question whether it is proper to offer a boy to go to some 
tradesman to learn a trade, or to go to a farmer or somewhere else, rests with tine man- 
agement of the school ?—-Yes. 

9864a. When a boy is sent away to learn a trade or farming, does the school still 
collect an amount from the municipality or Government in respect ‘of him !—No, it ceases 
then. For instance, we send a boy of fourteen to a farmer: we charge the farmer sixty 
dollars a year for the boy and we clothe him. That money is paid to me or the Board 
of management, and it is kept for the boy, and we perhaps bank the money when he is 
sixteen years of age, and he gets the money when he is eighteen. 

9865a. That is, so nael as may not have been expended for clothing for him ?— Yes, 

9866a. You provide him with clothing in the meantime !— Yes. 

9867a. And as soon as the boy goes out from the institution, the municipal and 


Government grants cease /—Yes. 
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WILLIAM H. ORR, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By the Chairman : 


9868a. You are the manager of the Aitna Life Insurance Company ?—Yes. 

9869a. Have long have you held that position !—Nearly twenty-eight years. 

9870a. Have you been a resident of Toronto all that time?—No, not all. I lived 
about twelve years of the time in Montreal ; I had charge of the whole business. I have 
been fifteen years in Toronto, in charge of the western half of the Dominion ; although 
I lived in Toronto previous to being connected with this company. This is my native 
place—this neighbourhood. 

987la. Have you taken any interest in temperance questions in the city since you 
came here /—Yes, I have always endeavoured to do something to benefit humanity in 
that line. 

9872a. Do you hold any position in connection with any organization engaged in 
temperance work ?—-Yes, four or five different ones. Principally, I guess, in the Dom- 
inion Alliance ; also in the Metropolitan Methodist Church in this city, which is consi- 
derable of a temperance organization. Thirdly, in the Law and Order League of the 
city. Fourthly, in the Central Lodging House Association. Fiftly, in the Toronto 
Coffee House Association. Then, since my boyhood I have always been an active member 
of the organization known as the Sons of Temperance of this country. 

9873a. Do you think there has been any decrease in recent years in the number of 
cases of drunkenness in the city!—I think there has, according to the records of the 
Police Court. I may say my office is near the Police Court, and I drop in there occa- 
sionally. 

9874a. Do you think there is as much consumption of liquor now as there was 
fifteen years ago in Toronto, in proportion to the population ’—I do not know. 

9875-76a. But you think there are fewer cases of drunkenness !—There are proba- 
bly fewer cases of drunkenness in proportion to population than there were. 

9877a. There has been a large reduction in the number of licenses issued, do you 
think that has contributed in any degree ?—I think it has, very considerably. 

9878. Do you consider that a step in the right direction ?—I certainly do. 

9879a. I suppose that has been brought about by the sentiment of the people of 
Toronto ?—Yes, largely. 

9880a. Other municipalities have power to reduce the number of their licenses just 
as much as Toronto /—Yes. 

988la. Do you remember the ratio of the license to the population in Toronto, and 
what it is throughout the Province generally /—Only in a general way. There is a 
certain limit fixed by the Crooks Act, anda good many of the towns and villages 
throughout the Province issue as many as the Crooks Act allows them. I should say, 
however, that the majority do not. Toronto is one of the places that are below the 
limit ; it is a long way below it. 

9882a. How many inhabitants to one license are there in Toronto /—About a thou- 
sand inhabitants to each license. Our population is nearly two hundred thousand, and 
we have only two hundred liquor-selling places. 

9883a. Throughout the whole Province do you remember how many people there 
are to each license?—No, I have not made that up closely; but most places in the 
Province are below the limit on account of the temperance sentiment of late years. 

9884a. Do you consider that the present system of issuing licenses works satisfac- 
torily ? I am speaking of it, not as against any other method of dealing with the trafic, 
but as a license system ?—As a license system I do not know anything better on this 
continent. The only other system is high license, and I do not think that is an improve- 
ment. 

9885a. It is rather with reference to the mode of granting licenses that I am 
speaking. It is in the hands of the Government to a certain extent, which is not a 
system prevailing in other Provinces/—I have not any suggestion to make as to the 
present system of issuing licenses. 
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9886a. Do you think drunkenness and the consumption of liquor have decreased in 
the Province generally ‘—I think both of these have decreased considerably, and licenses 
also have decreased. The demand for them has decreased throughout the country. 

9887a. Are you in favour of the enactment of a prohibitory measure !—Certainly. 

9888a. Would you kindly tell us the character of the measure you would like to see 
enacted /—Well, something that comes as near total prohibition as possible. There are 
various statutes on the subject in different parts of the country—some of them a little 
different from others. But [ am not a member of Parliament, and do not have to turn 
my attention particularly to the framing of the details of a law, and therefore I do not 
know that I could give you any valuable information as to the details. But the gene- 
ral object aimed at is to suppress the entire traffic in intoxicating liquors, and stop the 
drunkard making business that is now going on. 

9889a. Are you familiar at all with the law in the State of Maine’—Not as to its 
fine details, but as to the law generally. I have been through the State. 

9890a. Would you desire the enactment in Canada of a similar law to that which 
prevails in the State of Maine ’—Certainly, if we could not get anything better. 

989la. What would you consider better!—I think we need here what they have 
not there—the stopping of the importation of liquor for any use whatever as a beverage. 
I think it would have to be manufactured by the Government for medicinal and scien- 
tific uses; but I am only interested in seeing prohibition carried out in the matter of its 
use as a beverage and in the matter of the manufacture of drunkards. That is the 
trouble I have with it. I have suffered from it in my own family. 

9892. Do you look upon the selling of liquor as a moral wrong ?—I think it is, for 
beverage purposes. 

9893a. Do you take the same view of the matter of the Government deriving a re- 
venue from the liquor traffic !—I think that is all wrong. 

9894a. Is that in your view a sin—an offence against the moral law ?—I cannot 
come down to fine points about that. Some people’s consciences are thinner than others, 
but I think it is all wrong for the Government to derive any revenue from any such bad 
business as that or prostitution, putting them together. 

9895a, Can you tell us what the platform of the Dominion Alliance on this ques- 
tion of prohibition is }—In brief, simply the total suppression of the traffic in intoxicat- 
ing liquors for beverage purposes. 

9896a. Does it extend to prohibiting the individual from getting what he requires 
for his own use ?—We do not have anything to do with that whatever. We do not take 
that into account at all. 

9897a. Then the Dominion Alliance would permit the importation and manufac- 
ture for private use—not for sale or trade /—For private use in the arts and sciences. 

9898a. No, but for beverage purposes’—No. At least we have norule that comes 
down to that. We are working for what is before us, endeavouring to lessen and do 
away with this evil of drunkard-making, and the details of the law when it is finally 
adopted are something we have not taken up for consideration or gone fully into. 

9899a. I understand the Dominion Alliance and some other temperance organiza- 
tions to be urging the passage of a prohibitory law by the Dominion Parliament. I am 
anxious to know what kind of a law they desire should be passed—to what extent they 
think the prohibition should be carried, because that has a very important bearing on 
the practicability of the scheme /—My view is this. The condition is so very bad at 
present that a prohibitory law of any sort almost, properly enforced, would reduce the 
evil very greatly ; and that as the evil was reduced by the prohibitory law from year to 
year, those other fine considerations would naturally come up for consideration, and the 
law might be amended in this, that or the other direction in the course of time, when 
the great evil of drunkard-manufacturing was first pretty generally put out of the way. 
As an Alliance we do not trouble ourselves with what may happen ten, fifteen, twenty 
or thirty years from now, but we trouble ourselves with the terrible evil we see around 
us, and we want to see it limited to as small an amount as possible. 

9900a. Shall we be correct in concluding that the Dominion Alliance want to pro- 
hibit the use of liquor for beverage purposes !—That is practically the only thing we 
are banded together for. 
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990la. Remember, we have to deal with the present ?—If you wanted my own pri- 
vate opinion, it would be that that should be a feature of a prohibitory law—the prohi- 
bition of the importation of any quantity for beverage purposes. Unless a man could 
take his oath or in some way prove that the five-gallon cask that he was bringing across 
the border was intended for scientific or manufacturing or church or medicinal purposes, 
that liquor should be seized. That is my own private opinion. As a Dominion Alliance 
we want to get a law in the first place. 

9902a. Suppose the importation for personal use were permitted, would you put 
duties on that which was imported ?—No, I think that would be very improper. 

9903a. Then if no duties were imposed, that would be practically free importation ? 
—Yes, if it is permitted to come in at all, it should come in free. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9904a. For those purposes that you have named ?—Even for beverage purposes. I 
do not think it would be right for the Government to have any interest in promoting a 
large importation for private use. I think that would be wrong—using the word wrong 
in a general sense. 


By the Chairman : 


9905a. Then, if a prohibitory law were passed which prohibited the importation and 
manufacture for sale, but permitted the importation and manufacture for private use for 
beverage purposes, your view is that neither on that which is manufactured nor on that 
which is imported should any impost be placed by the Government ?—Yes, especially if 
it were permitted for beverage purposes. I do not say anything about its manufacture 
for mechanical or medicinal purposes. It would be just as legitimate for revenue in that 
case as the manufacture of tobacco or any drug made in the country. It would be just 
as legitimate to collect a revenue from it so long as it was made and sold for those 
legitimate purposes. 

9906a. Is it your view that under a law which prohibited the importation for sale 
for beverage purposes and at the same time permitted the importation by the individual 
for his own use free of duty, there would be a reduction in the consumption of liquor 
and intemperance ?—I think there would be a very large reduction under such a law. I 
think that part of the law might be very safely left to the future. 

9907a. Do you know of any country where there is in existence or has been in 
existence a prohibitory law of the character you refer to—that is, prohibiting all im- 
portation or manufacture except for medicinal or mechanical purposes ?—I do not know. 
I am not acquainted with the details of the different laws. T know there is prohibition 
of some sort in force in Maine and in Kansas and in Iowa, and there has been in some 
other States and in our own North-west Territories. 

9908a. Of course, in the State of Maine the importation for private use for beverage 
purposes is permitted, and the State cannot prevent it, and this Commission, in a recent 
visit to the State of Maine, had evidence placed before it that there is a very large 
importation. Have you given any attention to the operation of the law in the State 
of Maine ?—-Oh, yes, somewhat ; and I understand that some of our temperance friends 
consider that a weakness of their law. Still, the law has been in operation there some 
forty-five years, and has been amended several times, and I do not know for what reason 
they have not amended it in that direction. 

9909a. You mean in the direction of preventing personal importation ?— Yes. 

9910a. I think it is a matter the State cannot deal with : it belongs to the Federal 
authority /—I do not think the Federal authority has anything to do with importation 
from one State to another. 

991la. Oh, yes, they have, because they regulate inter-State commerce !—I think 
it was finally settled in the case of the original package question in Iowa that the State 
had the power to stop the importation at the State boundary. 

9912a. Do you know of any country or Province where a law prohibiting the 
manufacture and importation of liquor of all kinds exists !—Of all kinds and for all 
purposes—I do know of any such law as thnt. 
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9913-l4a. Do you know of any place where liquor of all kinds, except for medicinal, 
mechanical and sacramental purposes is prohibited /—I think that is what they aim at 
in all those prohibitory countries. 

9915a. Do you know any country where such a law is in force /—I cannot say that 
I am acquainted with the details that fine. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9916a. That is the point on which hinges the whole question—the right of the 
individual to bring in liquor for his own use /—I do not think a prohibitory la w neces- 
sarily hinges on that. We may have a prohibitory law that willdo away with most of 
the evil we complain of, without seizing what aman may bring in his pocket for his own 
use. 

By the Chairman : 

9917a. Wehad a statement made to us a short time ago that there was complete 
prohibition in the Fiji Islands. [hive taken some trouble to inquire into the accuracy of 
that statement, and I find that the prohibition extends to the selling or giving to natives 
of intoxicating liquors—very much like our law with respect to our Indians. If you know 
of any place where such a law exists, we would like to make inquiries in regard to it?_I 
could not enlighten you on that particular point. 


By Mr. Clarke : 

9918. Yousay the trend of this prohibitory legislation is to prevent individuals 
bringing in liquor for their own use ?—That, I think, will come about eventually; but I 
think that is not the question now. 

9919a. Then the prohibition you are aiming for is prohibition of the importation 
and sale for beverage purposes !—That is the main point. The other will come in the 
course of time, I believe. If the bringing in of liquor by people for their own use is 
found to be a great evil, that also should be eradicated; but that is not the evil 
before us just now. 


By Judge McDonald : 

9920a. You say the law you areseeking for is one to prohibit the importation, manu- 
facture and sale for beverage purposes; but that is too wide a term if you allow 
people to bring any in for beverage purposes. Do you not mean the importation for 
sale?—That is true. Thetitle of the law would seem to cover it. 

9921la. It is toosweeping a titleif you mean to exempt the things you have men- 
tioned?—I do not think the title is too sweeping, because I think that is what 
will have to come eventually. 

9922a. It is too sweeping for what you ask for /—Yes, because we would be 
glad to have the first step carried out by ‘the Dominion. 

9923a. I understood you to put the liquor traffic and houses of prostitution on the 
same footing ?—Yes, I regard them as twin evils. 

9924a. rl W orship the Mayor has told us this morning that a certain number of 
the men engaged in this trattic, T think 140, are total abstainers, and what he would 
call good men, or words to that effect. Do you mean to put ieee men on the same 
footing as persons who keep houses of illfame or prostitution, either indiv idually or as 
to ie places they conduct ?—In the first place, I would like to hear the Mayor say that. 

9925a. Taking the character of the men holding licenses to sell liquor as described 
by the Mayor, would you put their places and houses of ill-fame on the same footing? — 
In some respects a would, others not. They are both very bad businesses to be eaeceal 
on, neither of them doing any good for our community. They are not to be put in the 
same category as a shoemaker or any person who manufactures any useful article. They 
are both to be put in the category of great waste and crime- producing agencies. 

9926a. In case of the enactment of such a law as you have spoken of, would you 
deem it right that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery 
rendered ie ee I would have no objection to put their demands on one side and put 
the demands of the individuals that have been injured on the other side. 
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9927a. Will you please give a direct answer to the question: whether you would 
deem it right, in the event of the enactment of such a law, that brewers and distillers 
should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ?—Certainly not. 


EDWARD TAYLOR, on being 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9928a. You are the City Relief Officer —Yes. 

9929a. Under the Mayor’s orders you distribute relief and attend to the wants of 
indigent people throughout the city /—Yes. 

“99300. How long have you held that position !—About eight years. 

983la,. The discharge of the duties of your position brings you into contact with 
a good deal of poverty, sickness and suffering !— Yes, I see a _ considerable amount of it 
in my visits to the homes of people. 

9932a. You might tell us what your duties are?!—All applications made to the 
Mayor for assistance I have to deal with. In many cases I am called on to visit the 
homes of people, and although I have not the power of dispensing charity, I give 
orders to the different organizations that receive grants from the city : and in my visits 
to the homes of these people I have the opportunity of judging very largely of the causes 
of their suffering and poverty. 

9933a. Having these opportunities of visiting the homes of poor people, what con- 
clusion have you come to as to the causes that lead to poverty and distress ?—One great 
cause is idleness, drink is another, sickness, old age, and want of employment. I think 
these are the principal things. 

9934a. Do you know if the people whom you are called on to relieve from time to 
time are in any large numbers in enforced idleness through not being able to obtain em- 
ployment !—Oh, yes, a very great number, particularly in the winter season. 

9935a. Have you found - that inability to procure employment, especially when the 
person has a wife and family, dependent upon him, causes him at times to become reck- 
less and to endeavour to procure liquor?—In many cases it does, no doubt. In a great 
number of cases in which the husbands have left their families, I think perhaps they 
cannot bear to be with them and see them in want. There are a great many cases in 
the city in which the wife and family are left, and the husband has gone off to endeavour 
to find employment elsewhere. 


By Judge McDonald : 


9936a, In giving evidence before us at Woodstock, the Governor of the jail of the 
County of Oxford stated to us, in reference to the criminal cases that came under his 
notice, that there were three principal causes of crime—first, idleness ; second, drunken- 
ness ; third, sensuality. I think he put them in that order. How would that accord 
with your experience ?—I think it would be just about my own idea of it. Idleness 
first leads to drinking. 

9937a. In making the inquiries you have to make, do you notice whether there is 
much juvenile criminality in the community. I do not use the term criminality simply 
in reference to offences for which they might be indicted, but as to boys who are reck- 
less, profane, disobedient, and so on?—I do not see a very great deal of it in the dis- 
charge of my duties; but I think there is a great deal of it in the city, and I attribute 
it very largely to the parents allowing their children on the street at night. 

9938a. In one place which we visited, we were told that the permitting of children 
to sell newspapers on the street led them into bold ways and bad ways. How do you 
find that in Toronto ?—I have no doubt it does. 

9939a. You have a special home here for newsboys !—Yes. 

9940a. That, I suppose, is found to be an advantage ?—Great. 
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9941a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a law prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation and sale of intoxicating liquor for beverage purposes !—Yes, I think it 
would be a very great blessing to the country. 

9942a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you except from its provisions 
liquor for medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes !—Yes. 

9943a. In case of the enactment of such a law, to what authority would you com- 
mit its enforcement—Dominion, Provincial or municipal?—I think the Dominion. 
Make it universal. 

9944a, Suppose such a law were enacted, and you found in this province a very 
strong prepondering sentiment in its favour, and the same in the Maritime Provinces, 
but the Provinces of Quebec and British Columbia opposed to it ; would you hope for a 
successful enforcement of it in the country as a whole !—Well, no; I very much ques- 
tion if it would be. 

9945a. What4is the effect upon a community, whether it be a nation, a Province, 
or a municipality, of a law being upon the Statute-book which is not capable of enforce- 
ment in any part of the body to which it applies ?—I should think the effect would be 
bad upon the community at large. 

9946a. We are told there is a revenue derived by the Dominion from the liquor 
traffic of somewhere between six and seven million dollars annually. Have you con- 
sidered how that revenue would be made up ?—I have not. 

9947a. Being favourable to such a law, would you yourself be willing to submit to 
direct taxation to make up that income !—I think I would. 

9948a. And the same in Provincial and municipal matters /—Yes. 

9949a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless !—Well, 
I think to a certain extent they should be. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9950a. With regard to the treatment of habitual drunkards, have you thought 
whether the methods of punishment or restraint now in vogue, such as committing them 
to jail for ten or twenty or thirty days, are permanently beneficial to them or not ?— 
No, I think it merely braces them up, ready for another spree, as they call it. 

9951a. It is said that if they were committed for a longer period their families 
would be great sufferers ; but practically now they are confined from one end of the 
year to the other, and their families have probably to be maintained by the city. Would 
it be better if institutions were established in which those chronic drunks could be 
treated as persons suffering from disease !—Yes, and if they could be provided with some 
employment by which they could pay their expenses as well as contribute to the support 
of their wives and families. 

9952a. If employment could be found for the masses of the people at all seasons of 
the year, would the volume of drunkenness be substantially reduced here ?—I have no 
doubt of it. 

9953a. Have you ever lived in any place where a prohibitory law was in force ?!— 
Never. 

9954a. And you do not know anything about the operation of such a law /—No. 


By Judge McDonald ; 


9955a. In case of the enactment of such a law as you favour, would you prevent 
people from having liquor in their houses for their own private use?—No, I do not 


think so. 
9956a. Is the prohibition you aim at one which would do away with public places 


where drink is sold for beverage purposes !— Yes. 
9957a. In the case of farmers who make their own wine and cider, would you per- 


mit them still to do that ?—I would. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
9958a. Have you kept a record for some years of the nationalities of those you are 


called on to visit and relieve ?—I have. 
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9959a. And the length of time they have been in the country ?—Yes. 

9960a. Could you supply us with some information on those points ?—Yes, I could 
supply it before the Commission rises. 

9961la. Say for the last five or six years. Have you come in contact to any great 
extent with children who have been sent out or brought into Canada under the auspices 
of any of the emigration societies that exist in the old land?—Not a very greatdeal. I 
meet with them occasionally. 

9962a. You do not know anything about the success of that movement?—No. 


By the Chairman : 


9963a. Are you an officer of the Corporation!—I am now. I was appointed by by- 
law within the last few weeks. 

9964a. I did not quite understand whether your duty was to find out the poor of 
the city, or whether you simply go and look into cases that are reported to you by the 
Mayor !—Yes, cases that are reported. 

9965a. Have you kept any statistics of the number of persons who have been 
relieved for a series of years by the corporation or out of corporate funds?—TI could get 
that. You see, they are relieved through institutions ; it does not come through me. 

9966a. It is immaterial through what channel the money goes. Can we get a 
statement of the number that have been relieved for a series of years?—Yes, that can 
be supplied by the two principal organizations for charity relief in the city—the House 
of Industry and the Toronto Relief Society. 

9967a. Would returns from these two institutions cover all that have received 
relief !—Outside relief. Yes, that would be from institutions receiving aid from the 
city. Of course, there are the national societies that do a great deal in that way, but 
we can never get any returns from them. 

9968a. I think it would be interesting to see whether the numbers requiring assist- 
ance through your office have increased or not /—I know there has been a decrease in 
the number of applicants at the City Hall. 


9969a. Could you prepare such a statement /—Yes, I would be very pleased to do. 


so. I can go back for about five years. 

9970a. You spoke of sending persons requiring relief to certain charities. Do you 
send them to the national societies !— Very seldom. 

9971a. Do you send them to the House of Industry and the other institution you 
mentioned ?—Yes. Ifa person newly arrived in the country applies for relief, I would 
send them to the society to which they belonged. 

9972a. Do you think there is more or less drunkenness in the city now than there 
was ten or fifteen years ago !—I do not think it has increased. I think there is less. 

9973a. Do you think there is as large a consumption of intoxicants as there was 
ten years ago ?—I can hardly form an opinion. 

9974a. To what do you attribute the decrease of drunkenness ?—I do not know 
what the cause would be, I am sure. 

9975a. More strict enforcement of the law, or the effect of the temperance societies ? 
—They would both have an effect, no doubt. 

9976a. And the efforts of the clergy !—The vigilance of the police and the influence 
of the churches and temperance societies would have a great effect, no doubt. 

9977a. Do you think the reduction of the number of licenses has had anything to 
do with it ?’—In all probability it may. 

9978a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law such as you favour, would 
you permit the importation for private use /—Yes, for medicinal or sacramental purposes. 

9979a. For beverage purposes, would you permit Mr. Smith or Mr. Jones, in To- 
ronto, wanting to get liquor for use in his own house, to get it /—Yes, I think so. 

9980a. Would you impose duties on that /—Yes. 

998la. Would you impose duties on that brought in for medicinal and mechanical 
purposes !—No. 

9982a. Suppose a person in this country made liquor for his own private use, or 
manufactured for medicinal or mechanical purposes, would you impose an excise duty 
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on that?—Yes. Wines and beer, I think, should be exempt if persons made them for 
their own family use, but I think distilled liquor should pay an excise duty. 

9983a. You said you would allow the farmer to make cider and wine for his own 
use out of his own apples and grapes. Would you permit him to sell it /—No. 

9984a,. Would you permit a man who did not grow apples or grapes to purchase 
these and make wine or cider out of them ?—Yes. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


9985a. You say there is a smaller number of applicants for relief now than there 
was formerly. To what do you attribute the decrease ?—I think a great number of our 
poor people have left the city, and we are not troubled so much with the wandering 
class, tramps, and so on, as we used to be, since we introduced the labour test both at 
the House of Industry and the jail. There used to be a great many come here to 
quarter for the winter and have an easy time of it; but now that they have introduced 
the labour test, washing and so forth, there are not so many. Some of these fellows 
object as much to a bath as to working. 


By the Chairman : 


9986a. What is the labour test 7—If a man applies at the House of Industry for a 
night’s lodging and food, he has to take a bath, and his clothes are taken from him and 
put into a steam-boiler and subjected to thirty-two pounds of steam pressure to the 
inch to destroy all animal life in them. When he comes out of his bath, he is given a 
nightshirt and a pair of slippers, and sent to a clean bed with a woven-wire mattress. 
In the morning he is given his breakfast, and he has to cut a quarter of a cord of wood. 
If he does that he is allowed to come back at noon and get a bowl of soup and a piece 
of bread. 

9987a. Can he repeat the operation !—Yes. 

9988a. For any limited period !/—They profess to limit him to three nights, but 
they are not strict as to that. If a man does his work, they keep him perhaps three 
weeks, sometimes longer. 


By Judge McDonald ; 


9989a. If a man, after getting his night’s lodging and breakfast, refused to do the 
work, what would they do with him ?—He would not be re-admitted if he applied again. 
9990a. They would not hand him over to the police for not doing the work /—No. 


JOHN GREEN, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Mr. Clarke : 

9991la. You are Governor of the jail ?—Yes. 

9992a. How many years have you occupied that position ?—Twenty-one. 

9993a. During that time you have of course been brought into contact witha great 
number of men and women who have been incarcerated in that institution ?—A great 
many. 
9994a. Have you kept statistics of the crimes for which they have been committed ? 
—In every case. 

9995a. They are contained, I suppose, in the annual report sent from the jail to 
the Provincial authorities !/—Yes. 

9996a. You heard the evidence of Mr. Taylor in regard to the decrease in the num- 
ber of applications for relief. Has there been a corresponding decrease in the number 
of those committed to the jail during the last three or four years?—There has been a 
decrease. I do not know whether it would correspond with Mr. Taylor’s statement or 
not. 
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9997a. About the same time that the labour test was adopted at the House of In- 
dustry, I think an arrangement was made by you, by the employment of additional 
guards, to practically apply the labour test in the jail /—Yes. 

9998a. What has been the result of the experiment ?—The result has been very 
satisfactory, if it was the labour test that produced it, and I think that has been the 
principal reason. 

9999a. You have some statistics+—Yes. I have had very little time to prepare 
them ; but I have made up a statement of the numbers committed for all offences for 
each year ending the 30th of September for the last ten years in the city and county 
jail of the County of York. They are as follows: 1884, 3,251; 1885, 3,394 ; 1886, 
3,200 ; 1887, 3,791; 1888, 4,128;—I think the labour test commenced in 1888— 
1889, 3,951 ; 1891, 3,371; 1892, 2,973 ; and 1893, 2,709. From 1888, when the labour 
test was commenced, there has been a very great falling off. That may not be the only 
cause, but we attribute a very great deal of it to the labour test. Of course idleness has 
a very great deal to do with the prison population ; there is no doubt about that. Drink- 
ing also has; and the worst feature of drinking, from my standpoint, is the system of 
tr eating. That, I think, has been the greatest curse to the country that has ever hap- 
pened to it in connection with the sale of liquor. 

10000a. Have you any statistics showing the number that have been committed for 
drunkenness !—Yes. The number committed for being drunk, or drunk and disorderly, 
was): im 1884, 1,661 ; 1885) 1,707 5 1886, 1.7055 1887, 2,166; 1888) 7,09SR sl esu: 
2,096 ; 1890, 2,085; 1891, 1,783; 1892, 1,444; and 1893, 1,207. There has been a 
steady decrease for the last five years. 

10001la. Has the application of the labour test had anything to do with that reduc- 
tion ?—I think it has, because many of them remarked : “ You will not catch me back 
here again.” A number of them did return, however, because they had become habi- 
tuated to drinking and had been accustomed to come to the jail for a number of years. 
Nevertheless, I cannot help thinking that the labour test has had a great deal to do 
with it, for the prison population, as a general rule, dishke work. 

10002a. Ts the present method of treatment and punishment of these habitual 
drunkards—committing them to jail for ten or twenty days—well adapted to produce 
permanent beneficial results upon them !—It is the greatest mistake that could possibly 
be made. 

10003a. Will you give us your view regarding a better method of treating these 
habitual drunkards !—There is a class of drunkards who come to the jail occasionally, 
who appear to be drunkards from disease: they cannot help it. But the mass of the 
prisoners who come there for drunkenness are not of that class. Jt is very difficult to 
devise a means of punishing the habitual drunkard that will meet the case, owing to the 
difficulty of deciding what may be considered a habitual drunkard. For instance, in the 
first week of January a man will come in who is a workingman and the father of two 
or three children. He is not a drunkard, only an occasional drinker. He will be 
punished in the usual way—a dollar and costs or thirty days. If the family can raise 
the money, which they generally do for the first fine, by selling, pawning or borrowing, 
the man is discharged. Perhaps I do not see that man again for two or three months ; 
but he comes back some time on a similar charge. I inquire of the man how it is he is 
back again. ‘ Well, I don’t know,” he says, ‘‘ I met So-and-So, and I could not help it.” 
I make further inquiries, and I find that from the time he was up before he was a steady, 
hard-working man, and was doing everything for his family that was necessary. I may 
see that man three or four times in the year, but during the intervals he is industrious 
and hard-working and takes good care of his family, but under certain circumstances he 
cannot resist the temptation, You cannot call that man a habitual drunkard, and if 
you did class him as such, how could you punish him? If you send him for a lengthened 
term to the jail or some institution for treatment, his family would have to be provided 
for. Then it is difficult to provide labour in such an institution. The institution should 
just take enough to pay for his board, and the balance should go to support his family 
or whomsoever depends on him. Something of that kind has gone through my mind as 
a theory, but the question is how to put it in practice, there is so much opposition to 
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prison labour. When you were Mayor, you caused some labour to be undertaken in 
the jail—I thank you for that—because I cannot conceive of any system so bad as that 
of enforced idleness in our jails. The prisoners should be put at something, no matter 
what it is. If you can find remunerative labour, so much the better ; but to send them 
there for thirty or forty days of enforced idleness, is attended with the worst results. 


By the Chairman: 


10004. Will you describe the labour test as it is put in force in the jail ?—On the 
jail farm there was a swamp of eleven acres almost in the centre of it. In the work of 
straightening the Don river, great heaps of earth were thrown up. The men have been 
employed in moving that earth into the swamp until they have now redeemed about 
eight acres of it. It would have about six or eight feet of water in its deepest part. 
That is what the men are employed at. There are no money returns from such labour ; 
but it has had the effect, I think, of reducing the numbers in the jail, for every man 
who is committed for any offence, for sixty days or under, is put out there to work. 

10005a. Practically, then, they are reclaiming land ?—Yes. 

10006a. Is is valuable when it is done ?—It will be valuable, no doubt, when it is 
done. 

10007a. To what causes do you attribute the large decrease in the number of 
drunkards committed to the jail /—I think the work of the temperance party has had a 
good effect, and the work of the parties who visit the jail. There are Christian workers 
who visit the jail two or three times a week, and interview the prisoners, and I think 
that has had an effect on some of them. Then, they do not like the hard work, and they 
make all sorts of schemes to avoid it. Some of them have to be punished severely, and 
they will take the punishment rather than go to work. 

10008a. Are there many drunkards committed from outside the city /—Very few, 
indeed. 

10009a. The drunkards come principally from the city ?—From the city, prin- 
cipally. ; 

10010a. There has been a large reduction in the number of licenses in the city in 
recent years. Do you think that has had something to do with the reduction in the 
number of commitments for drunkenness ?—I think it has. If saloons are numerous, 
men going through the streets will go into them with their companions more frequently, 
and then comes the treating evil. They do not like to go away without treatiug each 
other. 

1001la. Has there been an increase in the efficiency of the po-ice force that would 
contribute to the decrease ?—I do not think there has. We have a fine force, and we 
have had a fine force for many years. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10012a. What means could you suggest to stop that treating system, which is 
undoubtedly the cause of a great deal of drunkenness? Would the enactment of a law 
providing that liquor should not be sold in less quantities than a pint, and that it should 
not be drunk on the premises, be an improvement—that is, to stop the sale of liquor by 
the glass in bar-rooms ?!—I undoubtedly think it would. 

10013a. You could not punish people for inviting others to drink, could you !— 
No. The effect of the treating system is that people drink too much. It also has the 
effect of teaching people to drink. 

10014a. With your long experience in this and other jails, what conclusion have 
you come to as to the causes which lead people to commit crime !—TI think idleness. 

10015a. Idleness stands first /—Idleness and drinking, and in cities and towns, the 
association of boys on the corners of the streets, leading them to the billiard saloon or 
the drinking saloon, where they meet with others who entice them. That is largely the 
result of associating together on the corners of the streets at night. 

10016a. Have you found these juvenile criminals to be addicted to drink !—We 
have a number of newsboys who drink liquor and chew tobacco, but not many of them. 
Since we have had the Newsboys’ Home, those who go there have to be in at certain 
hours and have to submit to certain rules. Nevertheless, when they get to be fifteen or 
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sixteen years of age, they go out at night, they want to go to the theatre, and not hav- 
ing the means to gain their desires, they resort to pilfering, and sometimes something 
worse. 

10017. Have you found that the children brought out from the old country form 
a percentage of the minors sent to you ?—.We have had some, but very few, in propor- 
tion to the number sent. We have had some very vicious, bad boys from the old 
country, but very few. 

10018a. Do you find that the persons accused of the more serious crimes, such as 
burglary, arson, forgery, and so forth, are addicted to drink ’—Notas a general thing— 
they do not drink to excess. And the criminals charged with the most serious offences 
are not drinkers, as a general thing. 

10019a. Assaults on the person, I suppose, are committed largely by persons 
addicted to drink ’—Yes ; I think so. 

10020a. Have you given attention to the question of the prohibition of the impor- 
tation, manufacture and sale of liquor for beverage purposes?—I have thought of the 
question considerably. 

10021la. Would you favour tle enactment of such a law ?—I think it would be 
beneficial to the community at large, undoubtedly, if such a law could be introduced 
and successfully carried out. The difficulty seems to me to be the long strip of country 
we have and our close communication with the United States: I think an immense 
quantity of liquor would be brought over, and I do not see how that could be prevented. 

10022a. In the event of a prohibitory law being enacted, would you favour the 
compensation of brewers and distillers for plant and machinery which would be rendered 
useless and practically destroyed /—I do not think I would, because the brewers and 
distillers are pretty well able to take care of themselves. But there are some persons 
who are required by the license law to have certain rooms and accommodation before 
they .can get their license, and it would be very hard in such cases to say that they 
should not get their license, and should not get compensation. 

10023a. In such cases do you think compensation should be granted ?—I think 
some compensation should be given. It would, perhaps, be fair to ascertain what loss 
they would suffer, and then give them a certain percentage. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10024a. I suppose, in a large city like this, a certain number of females are com- 
mitted for drunkenness !— Yes. 

10025a. Is the number large?—I think about one-third of the jail population 
would be women. 

10026a. To what cause do you attribute intemperate habits on the part of women ? 
—Loose and idle habits when young—young girls being allowed to run on the streets. 

10027a. Do you think of late years there has been a relaxation of what may be 
called, the home ties of the people, and that people are more out at night /—I think 
they are out more. I think the parents of those children found in jail have not taken 
proper care of them. They let them run on the streets at all hours, and then when the 
children get old enough, they do as they like. 

10028a. An eastern Magistrate made this suggestion to me, that people themselves 
are out of their homes so much in the evenings attending meetings and assemblies, that 
the children themselves go out at nights. Have you noticed whether that exists to a 
great extent in Toronto !—I have not noticed it particularly ; but the children want to 
run out to play on the streets, and the mothers let them out, glad to get them out of 
the way. 

10029a. In your jail, have you a classification of the inmates !—I have a classifica- 
tion, as complete, perhaps, as you will find in any jail on the continent. I have twelve 
wards. The juveniles I keep to themselves as far as possible. But it is just as neces- 
sary to separate juveniles from juveniles. You can read a boy’s character generally in 
a few hours. Among seven or eight boys in the jail there may be two or three who are 
there for some simple thing, and the others may be sharp little rascals who will lead 
them to go wrong, and then it is very hard to get them right again. 
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10030a. Have you found in jails, where there is no means of classification, and 
children and adults are put together, that the children must learn a great deal of crime 
from the adults !—Undoubtedly. It is wicked. 

1003la. Speaking of the boys brought into this country from the old country by 
societies, comparing the number committed to your care in proportion to the number 
brought into the country, with the number of Canadian boys committed to your care in 
proportion to the number in the country, which would be the larger proportion of offen- 
ders ?—It certainly would not be the imported ones. We have very few of them. The 
native children, of old country parents, figure the most largely. A great many people 
come out here bringing large families with them, in the fall of the year. They perhaps 
meet with disappointments ; there is very little for them to do, and they send their 
children to pick up this and sell that, and get a living the best they can, 

10032a. Do you have prisoners who are committed for stealing some small articles 
in order to sell it to get drink !—Oh, lots of such cases. They will come to the police 
stations in winter time and ask for a night’s lodging. In the winter time, a great many 
men are out of employment, with very very little provision to carry them through the 
winter, and they will steal or pawn or beg almost anything, to help them to get through 
the seater. 

10033a. I suppose a great many come from the outside towns and country into the 
city /—Yes. 


By the Chairman: 


10034a. Does the population of the jail increase in the winter time ?—Yes, at 
least one-fourth. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10035a. Is that due to the lack of employment ?—Yes, and to the class of people 
called tramps. But, since the introduction of the labour test, we have not had so many 
of these men. 


SAMUEL R. HEAKES, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By the Chairman : 


10036a. What is your occupation /—Carpenter and _ builder. 

10037a. I understand that you have had a large experience in connection with 
matters relating to the interests of the working classes in this city. The Commission 
would be glad to have a statement from you, as a gentleman thoroughly conversant with 
their views, with regard to the liquor traffic generally, and more particularly with regard 
to the various points on which we are instructed to inquire ?—I expected, of course, 
that I should have been questioned on some phases of the subject. You give mea 
pretty large contract in asking me to express the views of the working people of Toronto 
on the subject. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10038a@, What is your own opinion, formed from your contact with the working 
classes /—My own opinion has been formed very largely from contact with the people ot 
the Dominion as a whole, and not inerely those of the city of Toronto. I find from 
contact with the social bodies of the people that the drink habit has decreased very 
largely during the last ten or fifteen years. As the people have increased opportunities 
for studying “and reading, there spring up demands for public libraries and reading 
rooms, and the teaching of various branches, particularly for technical instruction in 
night schools, and people i in my line of life prefer to occupy their time in these ways to 
spending it around saloons. Asa rule, among the working people the ones who drink 
are those who work the longest hours, obtain the smallest w ages, and never reach the 
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line of comfort in life. The people who are well paid and who are in pretty constant 
employment are generally happy in their homes, their surroundings are healthy, and 
their time is pretty much occupied in looking after their families and improving their 
minds, as far as their means will permit them, by taking up literature or other subjects 
of study ; so ‘that they have no inclination to visit the saloons; and I think if more 
attention were paid to the social question—I mean sociology as it relates to the whole 
people—and more serious efforts were made to remove the poverty that exists among 
the people through uncertain employment and small wages, we would hear less of the 
drink traffic. That has been the result of my experience all over Canada in a very close 
contact with the people. 


By the Chairman : 


10039a. Are you connected with any of the labour organizations /—Not in the city 
at present—not since I commenced business myself. 

10040a. Have you been at any time !—Yes, for many years. 

10041la. Do you attribute the improved condition of things which you have just 
described in any degree to the efforts of the labour organizations ?—Oh, largely. No 
man can become a member of a labour organization who cannot get somebody to vouch 
that he is a sober, steady and industrious man. To obtain the benefits of an organiza- 
tion a man must have that character. Consequently, the standard is maintained. 

10042a. Do you attribute any part of the improvement to a more vigorous enforce- 
ment of the law, and to the changes which have been made in the last few years in the 
direction of reducing the number of licenses and regulating the traffic more carefully !— 
I think so. As people become better educated they demand improvements of that kind. 

10043a. In the city of Toronto, for instance, there has been a very considerable re- 
duction in the number of licensed places. Do you think that is a benefit /—I do. 

10044a. Do you think that has contributed at all to the improved state of things 
you have reterred to!—It may to some extent. It has lessened and removed the 
temptation from many neighbourhoods. 

10045. Do you think the efforts of the temperance societies have been a contrib- 
uting force !—Well, they may have been a contributing force within their own sphere 
of action. I do not give them all the credit they claim, though. 

10046a. You think they are entitled to some credit ?—Oh, yes, they are entitled 
to some. 

10047a. Do you think the churches have had much to do with the improvement ? 
—I think the missions have had more to do with it than the churches. I was 
connected with a mission here in the city; I was superintendent of the Sunday School 
for six years; and I think that mission did more than any four churches in the city. 

10048a. Was this mission an outcome of some of the churches?—It was just half- 
a-dozen people acting together—seeing that the neighbourhood wanted something of the 
kind, and going and doing it. 

10049. Did you employ some one to take charge of it /—No, it was voluntary. 
Some eighteen or twenty people gathered around and gave their help. 

10050a. Had you a hall ?!—We had to build a hall in the second year of the mission 
to accommodate some four or five hundred people, but it was all purely voluntary. 

1005la. Have you given any thought to the question of prohibition /—Yes, I have 
followed the prohibition movement pretty closely. 

10052a. What are your views with regard to that?--My personal views. After 
my experience of Scott Act counties and towns, I am afraid prohibition won’t work. I 
have been forced to that conclusion. Five years ago I was an ardent prohibitionist ; I 
would have voted for it; but the evidence which was brought to my attention while I 
was on the Labour Commission—sworn testimony—and what I saw myself, forced me 
to a different conclusion. 

10053a. May I ask you what you think the views of the labouring population in 
this city are on that question?—I would not like to speak for the labouring classes as 
to prohibition ; but I will say this, that anything that will promote sobriety and reduce 
the evils of intemperance or the sale of intoxicating liquors, would be warmly supported 
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by the labouring people. While I suppose they are like myself—they cannot say that 
they would endorse prohibition at the present time—yet they would welcome something 
that would lessen the evils of intemperance. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10054a. In what section of Canada had you experience of the working of the Scott 
Act ?—In Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. 

10055a. In what counties of Ontario?—Kent. I was in Chatham. 

10056a. How did you find it there !—They never secured a second conviction against 
anybody for selling liquor. The liquor was sold openly. 

10057a. Any other county in Ontario?—Yes, I have been in pretty nearly all of 
them. I was around St. Thomas. . 

10058a. How did you find it there !—The same thing. The bars were always open. 

°10059a. How was it in other communities ’—During a trip of six months through 
Canada, in which I visited almost all the Scott Act counties, I only found two towns 
where liquor could not be purchased. 

10060a. Where were they !—They were in New Brunswick. 

10061la. How do you account for the Scott Act having been repealed in so many 
counties in Ontario—in fact, in all the counties in Ontario where it was in force ?—There 
are various ways in which it may be accounted for. People voted for the Scott Act 
because they favoured a temperance measure of some kind; but it never had the moral 
force of the people behind it. 

10062a. As a man who has been brought into contact with a large proportion of 
the population, do you believe that a prohibitory act, to be a success, must have behind 
it a strong popular sentiment !/—Much more than a majority. 

10063a. I mean a sentiment much more than that which is expressed by vote or 
voice. Must there be action on the part of the people ?—There is no doubt about that. 
There must be some sentiment behind the act before it can be enforced. 

10064a. And you think there must be a large preponderance of that !—I think 
so, in an act of this kind. 

10065a. You say you think the reduction in the number of licenses is beneficial 
because it does away with temptation. Has that been your experience in other places 
than Toronto?—I have never been a resident of other places for any length of time ; 
consequently T could not just state what the result has been. 

10066a. In the case of a man who is addicted to drink, if between his home and 
the place of his work there is only one place where liquor is sold, he is much safer than 
he would be if he had to pass eight or ten such places /—There is no doubt about that. 
For instance, in Montreal you can stand in one part of St. Joseph Street where you 
could throw a stone at any one of fourteen taverns which are ‘in the locality. The 
temptation is very much greater there than it is in Toronto. 

10067a. In case a law were passed to do away with either the hotel or the saloon, 
which, in the interest of temperance, would it be better to do away with !—I think we 
ought not to have any saloons at all. 

10068a. Why not ?—Because a hotel should be a place not only for the accom- 
modation of travellers, but where people engaged in and about the city could get meals. 
If you go into a saloon you cannot get anything to eat unless you drink. 

10069a. Do you think where billiard tables are licensed they should be separated 
from places where drink is sold !—That is a question I have never considered. I don’t 
play billiards. 

10070. But there are a great many who do. Do you think they should be separated 
from places where drinks are sold ?—I would not like to give an opinion. I have been 
in billiard-rooms, and I believe about as much betting and rascality goes on in those 
where liquor is not sold as where it is. 

10071. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion, do you 
think that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery ren- 
dered useless ?—I think common honesty should dictate a policy of that kind. We have 
no right to destroy a man’s means of living without recompensing him. 
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By the Chairman : 


10072. Have you been in the State of Maine ?—No. 

10073a. Have you been in any State or country where.a prohibitory measure was 
in force ?—Nothing more strict than the Scott Act. 

By Mr. Clarke: 

10074a. There were difficulties in the way of a rigid enforcement of the Scott Act 
which it is said would not be encountered in the case of national prohibition. For 
instance, it was claimed that in the county adjacent to the Scott Act county there was 
probably the licensed sale of liquor, so that people could either go or send for liquor 
beyond the boundary of their own county and get all they required. Was not that one 
great difficulty in the way of the enforcement of the Scott Act ?—No. I think the chief 
difficulty was that the people would not support it after voting for it. 

10075a. How do you account for the fact that in some counties the Act was carried 
by very large majorities, and voted out again three years afterwards by equally large 
majorities !—I cannot attribute it to any cause. 


By the Chairman « 


10076a. Do you think in the first instance there was some indifference in regard to 
the matter, and only a comparatively small number of those entitled to vote did vote ?— 
No. I think the vote was pretty heavy in some counties. People thought the Act was 
going to be a blessing, and it turned out to be something else. 

10077a. Was the vote not larger when they came to vote a second time ?/—I do not 
know ; I have not analyzed the vote, and could not te!l you. I think it was practically 
the same vote. I have heard it stated in many places where the Scott Act was in force 
that business was destroyed by the Scott Act. 


By Mr, Clarke: 


10078. How do you think it injured business? It has been claimed by some that 
business was substantially improved by the Scott Act during the time it was in force? 
—TI can only say that the sworn testimony on the subject that I listened to was contra- 
dictory to that. 

10079a. We were told the other day that the result of the operation of the Scott 
Act in the County of Halton was that at one time there was not a vacant building in 
the town of Milton except the county jail, that everything was booming, that the assess- 
ment of the county was raised, and that a man who was challenged to procure liquor in 
the county went practically from one end of it to the other and was not able to procure 
it —I cannot speak of my own knowledge ; but I remember reading a list of some hun- 
dreds of quarts of liquor that were sold in the County of Halton on doctors’ orders dur- 
ing the time the Scott Act was in force. 

10080. In the event of a prohibitory law being passed, would you include in its 
provisions the right to import liquors for domestic use ?—I do not think you can inter- 
fere with the rights of the individual in that respect. I think it is better to recognize 
the habits of the people and adopt some system like the Gothenburg system or some 
phase of it. 

10081a. Is not the treating custom a very great evil in connection with the drink- 
ing practice ?—I cannot tell you, I so seldom treat anybody myself. 

10082a. If it were possible to abolish the treating system, would there be a sub- 
stantial improvement in the present state of things ?—There might. It is said that the 
Gothenburg system abolishes the treating system. 

10083a. I believe you look to increased wages and shorter hours of labour and 
things of that kind calculated to improve materially the condition of the working classes, 
to reduce drunkenness rather than to a prohibitory law /—I think if you make the people 
contented and prosperous, you won’t have a drunken people. For instance, I believe 
that those who have most closely studied the subject say that nearly twenty-five per 
cent of our people never reach the line of comfort in living, their wages being so small, 
and it is from that class that drunkards are largely drawn. 
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10084a. And if it were possible to bring that class up to the standard of comfort- 
able living, there would be less drunkenness among them ?—I do not think so. 

10085a. Do you think the present method of dealing with habitual drunkards— 
sending them to jail for ten or twenty or thirty days—is of permanent benefit !—I think 
it is a farce, so far as its reforming influence is concerned. 

10086a. Would you favour the establishment of hospitals or sanitariums to which 
they should be sent, for certain periods, for treatment, and where they would be made to 
work !—I think that would work for some of them. My own idea is that the Govern- 
ment should control the sale of liquor, and that the proceeds should be applied to the 
maintenance of the helpless classes. 

10087a. Could you make any suggestions as to improving the prevailing system 
here, so as to decrease the evils that flow from the excessive use of liquor !/—I mentioned 
that I would abolish the saloons, as they are merely drinking places, and I would make 
all the hotels places of entertainment, where people could get meals and beds. It is 
notorious that you cannot get them in a large number of the so called hotels in Toronto. 

10088. Do you think it would be possible to prohibit the sale of liquors by the 
glass at the bar?—You cannot do that. They tried that in Halifax. A man was fined 
twenty dollars if he invited another to get lquor at a bar. 

10089a. What was the outcome of that law !—I can tell you how it worked. The 
Chief of Police asked me to go in and have a drink. I do not know whether he or I or 
both of us were liable to the fine. The law says you must not sell less than a bottle of 
liquor, and the man who either buys or gives less than a bottle is liable to the fine. But 
it does not work. 

10090a. I think you said you had an opportunity of seeing the operation of the 
Scott Act in Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, and that you found it inopera- 
tive !—It was practically inoperative, except in two places. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10091a. Have you any objection to naming the two places /—They did not sell any 
liquor, but you could get enough to swim in if you wanted it. For instance, in one of 
those places the proprietor of the hotel where I was staying said he did not sell any, but 
that if I wanted any I could go into a room where it was kept and help myself. But 
when I came to settle the bill, I found that I was charged a dollar a day more than the 
other places charged, where liquor was sold. In the other place they did not sell, but. . 
they gave you a ticket entitling you to admission to the Town Club, where you could 
get liquor. So that these places, while they did not sell liquor, evaded the law in other 
ways. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10092a. What is the effect on the community of having a law violated in that way ? 
—I think that any law that is not kept has not a good effect on the people. 

10093a. Is that plan of vending liquor preferable to the license system as we have 
it in this and other provinces !—Certainly not. In the present circumstances, I do not 
think we can do better than maintain the license law and strictly enforce it. I do not 
think the people are sufficiently educated for anything more than that. 

10094a. Did you visit Fredericton /—No. : 

10095a. In what counties in Quebec did you find the Scott Act in operation !—I 
am not sure that we took any evidence in Scott Act counties in Quebec. There are only 
three or four counties in Quebec that, I think, have the Scott Act now. 

10096a. What are the views of Mr. Powderly on the question of prohibition ?—Mr. 
Powderly is like the rest of us: he is against the drink traffic in any form; but I sup- 
pose he does not see his way clear to doing away with it. 

10097a. Then you are opposed to prohibition because you do not see that it is prac- 
cable ?—That is the only reason I do oppose it. 

10098a. Do you favour a still further reduction in the number of licenses in 
Toronto ?—I do not know. I wouid oppose any increase in the neighbourhood where I 
live. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


10099a. Do you think the existence of a saloon in a neighbourhood has a tendency 
to depreciate the value of property other than the saloon itself in that neighbourhood ? 
—JI think there is no doubt about that. 

10100a. Speaking as a representative of workingmen of different classes, is it desir- 
able that saloons should be located near foundries or factories ?—-I have no use for the 
saloon in any way. 

10101la. I say is it desirable that they should be located near foundries or factories ? 
—No, they should not be located anywhere. 

10102a. You would remove them as far as possible from industrial centres ?—As 
far as possible—put them where they cannot do any harm. 

10103a. We find that they are removed largely from the residential sections. If 
they are to exist, in what part of the city would you place them?—You see they pro- 
vide no accommodation for people. 

10104a. I am speaking of any place where drinks are sold for beverage purposes ; 
in what part of the city would you locate those places !—I would locate them princi- 
pally where the mercantile business is carried on. 

10105a. Have you visited the city of Minneapolis ?—No, I never was out west. 

10106a. We were informed that they have there what they call patrol limits, and 
that they have a regulation that every saloon in the city must be within those limits ?-— 
Of course, I think the hotels around the market are a benefit to the farmers who do 
business there ; but they are of no benefit to me. I live three miles from them and do 
not want them. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10107a. It is said that if hotels had not bars they could not afford to provide the 
public with as good meals or rooms as they do now, and provide stabling and so forth— 
in other words, that the profits of the bar go to provide accommodation to the public at 
less than cost. Did you find in Scott Act places that the hotels had deteriorated, that 
the tables were not kept up, that as good accommodation was not given to the travelling 
public?—The accommodation is not as good; there is no question about that ; and you 
invariably find that the temperance hotel is not a success. 

10108a. How do you account for that? Is it lack of patronage on the part of tem- 
perance people, or do they not provide as good accommodation ?—I have met strong 
temperance men who refused to patronize the temperance hotels; and the only reason for 
it that I could give, was the same reason that I have given for the non-enforcement of 
the Scott Act, that they have no moral sentiment behind their temperance principles. 


By the Chairman : 


10109a. Can you suggest any improvement in the present license law to make it 
more effective in restricting the liquor traffic /—I think the facilities for furnishing liquor 
to young children are too great at the present time. I think the law in that respect is 
not enforced at all. I think the more good influences you can throw around the children 
the more sober and industrious they will be when they grow up. 

10110a. Has it occurred to you how the temptations in the way of children can be 
lessened !—I do not know, Iam sure. It is a problem that I have never given much 
attention to. In most cities there is very little space for children to play. We are not 
so badly off in Toronto ; but there are places in Canada where the front door opens on 
one street and the back door on another, and the only place for the children is the street 
and they get their education there. 

1011la. Do you believe in high license ?—I believe in making the license so high 
that it will not be an inducement to people to go into the business. 

10112a. What do you think of the local option system?—I think it is something 
like the Scott Act and prohibition, it is not workable. 

10113a. Its operation is, of course, confined to small communities, and if the people 
are agreed would it not be possible for them to carry it out?—I do not think so. Port- 
land, N. B., before it was annexed to St. John, was a very good example of it. Portland 
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had the Scott Act and St. John the license law, and when I was there it did not strike 
me that it was any more beneficial to Portland. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10114a. It has been suggested that I should ask you if you are not aware that 
there is such a hotel as the Robinson House in Toronto ?—I am. 

10115a. Is not that hotel better than one-half or two-thirds of the hotels in Toronto 
where liquor is sold ?—I have never had a meal in it—I cannot say. 


ARTHUR LAUGHLEN, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chiarman: 


10116a. Whatis your occupation /—Superintendent of the House of Industry. 

10117a. Isthe House of Industry a charitable institution, or one of the institutions 
maintained by the city /—A charitable institution. 

10118@. Will you kindly describe to us the class of people who come to it }—They 
are aged people who, from various causes, are not able to make their own living. It is 
an aged people’s home. 

‘101 19a. How many have you in the onerncn 1—We have ninety-seven at 
present. 

10120a. Do you publish an annual report ?—We do. 

10121a. Can you supply us with a copy ?—Yes. I have the Peron with me for a 
number of years. 

10122a. How many of the ninety-seven inmates are females !—There are twenty- 
nine females. 

10123a. What is the age of the youngest person you have in the institution /— 
About forty years. 

10124a. And the oldest men to a hundred. 

10125a. How do they obtain admission to the house !—They are recommended by 
some citizen, generally by a holder of property. Then they come and make application 
to the house, and it is considered by an officer, and if it is a case of destitution and the 
applicant is one who is not able to make a living, they are admitted. 

10126a. Have you a committee of management /—Yes. 

10127a. Do the committee pass on the application ?—They do. 

10128a. And the house is supported by voluntary contributions ?— Voluntary con- 
tributions by the citizens, the interest of legacies, and a grant from the Government. 

10129a. What is the Government grant ’/—Last year it was $2,380. 

10130a. That is a Provincial Government grant /—Yes. 

1013la. Is that a limited sum ?—It is based on seven cents per day per head on the 
number of persons who have been in the institution during the year. 

10132a. What do you get from the city ?—Last year we got $16,000 from the city. 
That is for the outdoor poor. 

10133a. Have you a statement of the number of persons outside the house who re- 
ceived relief ?—Yes. Last year the number was 1,900 families, including 8,457 persons. 

10134a. Were those aged persons !—These are people living in Toronto—-citizens. 
They are men, women and children in families. 

10135a. On what principle is relief granted to persons outside the house /—Simply 
because they are destitute. 

10136-37a. But their circumstances are inquired into!— Yes, we have sixty gentlemen 
visitors, representative gentlemen of the city of Toronto. When a case is reported to 
me, I send it at once to the visitor for that district. He inquires into it, and sends me 
a written report upon it. Then the officer for the day and myself consider the cases as 
we receive them. 
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10138a. Are the officers for the day made up from these gentlemen ?—Yes, those 
who compose the Board of Managers. 

10139a. You are the permanent officer !—Yes, I notify the others, and they attend 
on the day appointed. 

10140a. Their services are gratuitous !—Yes. 

10141la. These applications come before the committee /—Before the gentlemen for 
the day and myself. We are the committee. 

10142a. Of those in the house, can you give us an idea how many have been led to 
seek assistance through intemperance ?—I cannot give that. That is very hard to get. 
If you ask a man or try to find out from him if it is from drink or dissolute habits, he 
of course denies all that—he is a respectable citizen. 

10143a, Of course they do not get any liquor inside the house ?—They do not, cer- 
tainly. 

10144a. Of those who receive outdoor relief, can you give us any idea of the pro- 
portion who are in destitute circumstances through intemperance !—The Board of Mana- 
gers tried to get that last year. The Chairman of the Visitation Committee instructed 
all the visitors to report upon that point, but we could not get a report: it was never 
carried out. It seemed to bea great deal of trouble. 

10145a. Did you reach any definite conclusion !—No, there was no definite conclu- 
sion. It was quite a large percentage, they knew that; | ut what percentage they never 
got at. 
10146a. A large percentage that were destitute through intemperate habits ?— 
Yes, I am sure of that. 

10147a. Have you a labour test /—We have for the casuals or tramps. 

10148a. That is a third class !—-Yes, there are three departments. 

10149a. How many of them have you in the house, on the average, each year ?— 
That depends upon the season. The average for last year was sixty-five per night during 
the four winter months. I have not the average for the summer. 

10150a@. It is much less in the summer?—Yes. Some nights we have not any, and 
then from two or three to a dozen. 

10151a. How do you employ the regular inmates of the house—the old people to 
whom you have referred /—We are not supposed to také any who are able to work. 

10152a. Will you describe to us the labour which you require the casuals to do? 
—It is simply cutting a quarter of a cord of woodin the morning. For that they have 
their night’s lodging, their breakfast, and their privilege for dinner. 

10153a. How many times will you admit them on that basis?—There is not any 
limit at present at all, as long as they behave themselves and cut the wood. 

10154a. What is done with the wood that is cut; is it sold?—It is handed toa 
large coal and wood firm in the city. They supply us with the wood for this test and 
take it away. 

10155a. Do they pay you so much for cutting it /—No, there is no profit in it. 

10156a. You get nothing for it?—No. Three or four years ago we tried to get 
something for it, but it did not work well, and then we got into competition with the 
tradesmen and it made trouble. 

10157a. Then the firm simply get so much wood cut for the trouble of carrying it 
to and from the house!—Yes. They consider that they are about even when they get 
the wood cut and split. 

10158a. Can you tell us what proportion of the casuals are drunkards?’—No. I 
do not think we have any record of that at all. 

10159a. Are they all grown up people /—Yes, although we sometimes have youths 
under twenty, I am sorry to say—too many of them. 

10160a. Have you formed any opinion as to what proportion of these casuals 
are drunkards ?—I have not formed any opinion as to what proportion. There are a 
great many of them ; in fact, nearly all of them drink to a greater or less extent. 

1016la. Would you say that the poverty of the greater portion of them has been 
brought about by intemperance !—Oh, I think so. J am sure the largest proportion 
by far—intemperance of various kinds. 
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10162a. What do you mean ?—Mostly bad living of every kind—stealing and every- 
thing else. We often have thieves arrested there. 

10163a. I was referring to intemperance in the use of intoxicating liquor; what 
proportion of them’?—TI could not tell you the proportion. We do not find that out at 
all. In fact, you could not get it, for we have only their word to depend on, and it is 
not very reliable. 

10164. Then you do not mean that the greater portion of them have been intem- 
perate in their habits in the matter of the use of intoxicants }—I think so. I think the 
greater portion. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10165a. We have been told, in some quarters that there are three principal 
causes leading to criminality, and that they stand in this order: idleness, intemperance 
and sensuality. Does your experience enable you to say whether that is correct or not ? 
—I think it would be, although I have not had very much experience. 

10166a. Have you any children in the home ?—We have no children now. We 
used to have them years ago. 

10167a. When you did have them, were they children that had no parents !—Yes, 
orphans. 

10168a. Have homes been provided for them since /—Yes, homes have been erected 
for them in the city. 

10169a. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law prohibiting 
the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquor for beverage purposes !—I 
think, to a certain extent, it should be prohibited. 

10170a. To what extent would you favour it?—I think the traffic ought to be 
reduced. I would favour the closing of the saloons. 

10171ia. In case either hotels or saloons had to be retained, which would you 
retain ?—I think if you closed the saloons, you would soon arrive at a proper basis. 

10172a. In the event of a prohibitory law being passed, would you favour prevent- 
ing people having liquor in their houses for private consumption !—I would not like to 
do that. 

10173a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, would you deem it right 
that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered 
useless !—I think they ought to have some remuneration, or a certain time to get out of 
the business and help themselves. 


By the Chairman : 


10174a. It is suggested that I should ask you if you believe a prohibitory law, 
well enforced, would reduce poverty and improve the social condition of the working 
classes 1—I think it would, decidedly. A great deal of poverty is caused through drink. 

10175a. That is, in case it were effectively enforced /—Yes ; it should be effectively 
enforced. 

10176. Do you think it is practicable to effectively enforce it !—It has not been 
so far ; and that is just the trouble. 

10177a. What is your view of it ?—I think if the number of licenses were reduced, 
it would help. We do not need any saloons anywhere near the House of Industry: that 
is certain. 

10178. Do you think that, with a reduced number of licenses, the present system 
would be more effective than a prohibitory law ?—As the prohibitory law has been 
carried out in the past, I think it would be. If it could be carried out properly, the 
prohibitory law would be the best. 

10179a. Would a further reduction in the number of licenses be a benefit ?—Yes ; 
and I would make the license fee higher. 

10180a. Suppose you wiped out all the licensed places, would that be a benefit ?- 
I think so. I think the country would be better without any. 

10181a. Would it be better if there were no licenses !—I think so. 
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10182a. Would it be better to have no licenses than to have an impracticable law 
on the Statute-book 1—No; I do not want that impracticable law at all, the way it has 
been enforced in the past. It is no good at all. 

10183a. Have you any guarantee that it would be better enforced ?—The present 
system is better, decidedly. 

10184a. You prefer the present law to the prohibitory law, as it has been enforced, 
or as it could be, in your opinion enforced, in the future /—I think so. 

10185-6a. But you would prefer the prohibitory law, if it could be enforced !—I 
would, decidedly. 


The Commission adjourned. 


ARTHUR LAUGHLEN. 
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TORONTO, October 24th, 1893. 


The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traftic met at 10 o’clock, a.m., Sir JospPH 
Hickson, Chairman, presiding. 


Present: 
JuDGE McDona.p. Me. E. F. CuarKe. Mr. G. A. GIGAULT. 


MATTHEW LOGAN, Deputy Warden of the Central Prison, Toronto, on being 
duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


10187-8a. We understand you appear in the absence of the Warden?—Yes. The 
Warden is away on his holidays. 

10189a. How long have you been Deputy Warden of the Central Prison ?—About 
seventeen years. 

10190a. How many prisoners have you in charge at the present time ?—At 
present 306. 

10191la. From all parts of the Province of Ontario ?!—Yes. 

10192a. Have you among your prisoners people who are residents of the Province, 
but are tramping through it and are arrested and sent to prison !—Sometimes quite a few. 

10193a. I suppose you have men of a good many different nationalities ‘/—Yes. 

10194a. How long has the prison been in existence !—I think it was opened in 1874. 

10195a, Are the prisoners confined in that institution put to hard labour /—Yes ; 
that is the term used. 

10196a. Are any industries carried on within the prison ?—Yes. 

10197a. What are they /—We are making binder twine, brooms, iron bedsteads ; 
and some time ago we made little wooden wheel-barrows. 

10198. Is there any outside work done !—We have a piece of land, of about eighteen 
acres, where the jail convicts are employed, and where we raise all the vegetables, and 
so forth, for the use of the prison. 

10199a. The prison is only for males !—Only for males. 

10200a. What is the limit as to age, in case of juveniles that are received }—I 
scarcely know that. Whoever the court sentences, we have to receive. 

10201a. Have you many juveniles in the prison !—Sometimes we get a few of the 
ages of 18 or 19, but scarcely any below that. 

10202a. Have you occasionally prisoners removed to your prison from the Reforma- 
tory, who are found intractable /—Sometimes. 

10203a. Those might be below the ages of which you have spoken ?—I think not 
below 17 or 18, 

10204a. Is any record kept of the previous habits of those people as to whether 
they had been temperate or intemperate /—When he arrives he is asked a number of 
questions in respect to his nativity, place of residence, age, habits and his religious 
denomination, and whether he is married or single. These questions are asked each 
prisoner, and of course we keep that record. 

10205a. What do you find the result to be, as to whether the previous habits of 
your prisoners were temperate or intemperate!—The subpena that was sent to the 
prison called for a statement of some matters, and I have brought it with me. The 
statement covers the last ten years, and it specifies whether they were of temperate or 
intemperate habits, according to the description they gave of themselves. I now 
produce that statement. 
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STATEMENT showing the number of prisoners received and discharged, with cost of 
maintenance per year, from lst October, 1884, to 30th September, 1893. 
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10206a. You say these statements as to the prisoner’s previous habits are given by 
themselves /—Yes, we take their own statement as to whether they were temperate or 
intemperate, married or single, and so on. 

10207a. I see you have columns for “drunk” and “drunk and disorderly.” Do 
you mean that these people were committed for the offences of drunkenness and of 
disorderly conduct !/—Yes. 

10208a. And the sentences were sufficiently long to have them sent to the Central 
Prison /—There are some years when out-door work would be pressing, that the Goy- 
ernment would transfer a number of short term prisoners from the common jail. 

10209a. But no man is transferred from the common jail unless his sentence is 60 
days or upwards /—We have had them when the sentence was for 30 days. 

10210a,. The reason why these are so few compared with the total number, is that 
it is only in exceptional cases that they are brought to the prison ?—In some years there 
are more than others. This past year we have had very few. 

10211la. I notice there was 630 committed to the prison during the last year ending 
September 10, and of these only 23 are put down as drunk, and 5 as drunk and dis- 
orderly !—There have been very few during the year. 

10212a. Have you reason to believe that the statements of these men are true 
regarding their previous habits !—I think so in general. Sometimes I have met with a 
man who, on being asked the question whether his habits were temperate, answered, 
Yes. I would say, ‘‘ Have you been convicted before?” the man would answer, “ Yes.” 
I would ask what for, and he would answer, for drunkenness. So I can scarcely say 
that their statements are reliable in every instance. 

10213a. Have you noticed whether the prisoners ever plead that they committed 
the offence when under the influence of liquor, in order to mitigate the punishment as an 
excuse /— Almost every prisoner endeavours to find some excuse in order to lessen the 
penalty. Some of them say, “If I had not been drunk I would not have done it.” But 
they are all inclined to find some excuse outside of themselves. 

10214a. From your knowledge of these people, do you believe that the imprison- 
ment of a drunkard for a short space of time has any reformatory effect upon him /—I 
am afraid not. 

10215a. In the case of prisoners of that kind would it be better to commit them 
for a longer term ?---I think it would. There is a reformatory influence in a lengthy term. 

10216a. Some persons are advocating the establishment of institutions in which 
drunkards could be committed for a long terin in order that they might be reformed in 
their habits. Do you think that your prison, with the discipline that prevails, and the 
work that is carried on there, would answer for that purpose if the men were condemned 
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to sufficiently long terms in it ?—I think it would have a good effect. I have asked some 
of the prisoners who were drunkards, after they had been in for a length of time, say 
the twelve months men, “ Have you any desire for drinking liquor?’ and the answer 
would be, “ No, not while I am here.” 

10217a. Do you think it would be important in such an institution, that the men 
should be required to work !—Yes, we cannot reform an idle man. 

102180. Have you ever made an estimate of the causes to which their intemperate 
habits may be traced ?—I suppose there are numerous causes for it. 

10219a. The Governor of the jail for the County of Oxford told us the other day 
that he considered there were three causes of criminality: First, idleness; second, 
intemperance ; and third, sensuality. What do you think of the classification !— Perhaps 
it is a very good one, but there are a number of causes that may be assigned for crimin- 
ality. I think a certain class of criminals, what I call the high toned criminals, are sober 
men. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10220a. What do you mean by that ?—Those who would not stoop to a small 
matter. For instance, men who break into a bank we scarcely find to be drinking men. 
They would not associate with a drunkard. 

10221a. Do you find intemperate men committed for such offences as forgery !— 
No, I think not. What we call smart cracksmen are generally sober men. 


By the Chairman : 


10222a. And what do you say about the previous habits of men who have committed 
forgery !—I am inclined to think that either liquor or some other vicious course of life, 
has led them into that. I had no reference to them when I spoke of cracksmen, 


By Judge McDonald : 


10223a. You speak of the expert criminal ?—The expert thief. As a general thing 
they are sober enough. 

10224. Have you held any official position in connection with the administration 
of the License Law ?—No. 

10225. Have you had any experience of a prohibitory law ?—No. 

10226a. Have you lived in any community where a prohibitory law was in force ? 
—No. 

10227a. Personally, do you favour the enactment of a law prohibiting the manu 
facture, importation and sale of intoxicating drinks for beverage purposes !—I think the 
smaller compass it could be driven into, the better. 

10228a. Would you favour the enactment of such a law /—If it could be carried out. 

10229a. What is your opinion as to its capability of enforcement ?—I think it is 
difficult to carry it out. 

10230a. In case such a law were enacted, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless !—I think 
they are running their business on business principles, like every other class of society. 

1023la. If a law was passed to stop their business, should they be remunerated for 
plant and machinery rendered useless }—I hardly think so. If a man fails in business 
in another line, he has to suffer loss. For instance, if a wholesale firm break down, they 
are running their risk as business men, and I suppose the brewers and distillers are in 
the same position. It is a business speculation. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


102320. If they failed in business it would be a different thing. Supposing they 
were told that after a certain time they would not be permitted to manufacture any 
more liquor, and supposing that previous to that time they had been licensed by the 
Government and compelled to comply with certain restrictions, would it be reasonable 
then to compensate them for the machinery and plant that would be rendered useless ? 
—I have not a very clear idea of that matter, but it strikes me that their license only 
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runs from year to year, and I suppose the public would have a right to say to them at 
any time, “You will not get a license another year.” 

10233a. But the distillers are compelled to keep liquor for two years after it has 
been distilled before they can sell it ; they have to have a lot of vessels and keep a large 
quantity on hand. Now, supposing they were told that at the end of two years from 
a certain date their business would be closed up, that they would not be permitted to 
manufacture any more spirits or beer, would it be reasonable or just that the people of 
Canada should be called upon to compensate them for the plant and machinery that would 
be rendered useless by the enactment of a law stopping the manufacture altogether !— 
From what I know of the matter, I would scarcely like to risk giving an opinion. But 
I would be inclined to class them along with persons in other lines of business. Every- 
body takes a certain risk, I think. Still, I have never given the matter much con- 
sideration. 

10234a. In this classification you use the word “intemperate.” What definition 
do you place upon that word !—The habit of drinking to injure themselves. 

10235a. And those whom you classify as temperate, are they total abstainers !— 
They are men who drink so trifling a quantity that they would not injure themselves. 


By Judge McDonald: 


10236-7a. In respect to these proposed institutions for the commitment of persons 
who are habitual drunkards, do you think in such institutions it would be advisable to 
treat these people specially or medically as for a disease !—I think it would be well, 
if there is any method by which they can be helped. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


10238a. Would you treat alcoholism as a disease ?— I think that a large 
amount of pity should be expended upon them. Men who cannot refrain from getting 
drunk deserve to be pitied, and any help that can be given them should be given. 


By the Chairman : 


10239a. Could they be separated in the Central Prison and treated in the way 
which has been suggested? Is there such accommodation as would permit of that being 
done ?—Asit is at present it would not be easy to treat them separately, but perhaps 
some additional arrangement could be made. 

10240a. In a great many instances, we have made inquiries of judges and others, 
who have spoken strongly in favour of the establishment of inebriate asylums, in which 
drunkards could be confined and treated ?—I think it would be well. 

1024la. Then you think this procession from the street to the police station, 
from thence to the Recorder’s Court, and from the Recorder’s Court to the jail, and from 
the jail back again to the street, does not work any reformation ?—None whatever. 
These short term men come to our place, broken down from the want of care and from 
liquor, and 30 or 40 days’ abstinence fits them up again to make a fresh start. I would 
say that longer terms would be an improvement, and if there was such a thing as an 
asylum for them, it would be still another great improvement, especially if they were 
made to work, and in this way they could probably earn their own living. 

10242-3a. There is no reason why they should not work, I suppose ?—No. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


10244a. Have you studied the criminal statistics of this province /—I have not 

10245a. I have here a report by Mr. Chamberlain, the Inspector. I suppose you 
have read it ?—Very likely. 

10246a. He says in his report: 


*« The question is often asked, how can the existing evil of intemperance be remedied ? * aie 
ig c It is true that a great reduction in the number of commitals is shown during the past 
few years, still the evil abounds to such an extent as to awaken a feeling of alarm in the minds of 
all professing Christians, for undoubtedly drink is the cause of a large percentage of all the crime, 
destitution, misery and neglect that exists in our midst. I am convinced that the question of sup- 
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pressing the liquor traffic depends upon the present mode of attack, namely, by teaching our children 
in the public schools and Sunday schools the evil effects of the use of intoxicating liquors ; the 
efforts put forth by the various temperance organizations ; the adoption of the more wise course of 
counsel and example to the young men of our land by those in social and financial positions, making 
the social drinking usages not only unpopular, but in reality a bar to good society ; wise and pro- 
gressive legislation to aid the people as fast as they are prepared to accept and carry out the legisla- 
tion offered. These are the lines upon which I think the most good can be accomplished, and I 
believe it will be far more effectual than any arbitrary legislation at the present time.” 


What do you think of the advice of the Inspector? Do you approve of his 
observations !— Yes, I think so. 

10247a. Do you think that by arbitrary legislation, he means prohibition !—I did 
not follow him very closely. ; 

10248-9a. He suggests several methods of putting a stop to the evil of intemperance, 
and he says :— 


‘* These are the lines upon which I think the most good can be accomplished, and I believe they 
will be far more effectual than any arbitrary legislation at the present time.” 


10250a. He does not give prohibition as one of the means which should be resorted 
to in order to remedy the evil of intemperance !/—It is a subject that I am not prepared 
to say a great deal about. I repeat what I have said, that the smaller compass the li- 
quor can be driven into, the better for the people. As to the means of doing that, I 
am not prepared to say a great deal about it. Some people look at it in the way of a 
reduction of licenses, and some in the way of prohibition. As the Inspector says, they 
are educating the rising generation, and that is a very good thing. 


By the Chairman : 


1025la. My colleague is anxious to know your opinion as to the merits of the two 
plans—one is moral suasion, generally so called, and the other is coercive legislation. 
Which of the two do you think would be most effective /—If prohibition can be enacted 
and carried out, I think it will be the most successful. 


By Mr. Gigault: 


10252a. If prohibition could not be carried out better than the Scott Act has been, 
how would you like it ?—I saw something of the operation of the Scott Act at one time. 
I think that the Scott Act was carried out wherever the people chose to do it, wherever 
the people were honest enough to carry it out. 

10253a. Why was it repealed in so many counties?—Because the people did not 
want it. 

10254a. They did not want it because they did not want intemperance to con- 
tinue ?—I think so, I would infer that much. Of course I can scarcely speak for other 
people. But if I wanted to get drink I would work and vote to do away with the Scott 
Act. 

10255a. Do you know if crimes have increased or decreased in this province /— 
They are very fluctuating. Weare in the habit of ascribing so many causes to crime 
that it is very difficult to specify. 

10256a. The Crooks Act has had the effect of reducing the opportunities for pro- 
curing liquor ?—I suppose it has had a good effect in every case where it prevented the 
sale of liquors, I am certain of that. The less liquor that is sold and used, the better 
for the community. 

10257a. According to this report I see that in 1874, which I think was the year 
the Crooks Act was adopted, the total number of prisoners committed to the common 
jails of this province, was 9,488 ; and in 1892, it was 9,011. Although the population has 
increased since 1874, there is a decrease in the committals of prisoners to the common 
jails for the province —If you take any period of ten or twelve years, you will see that 
the number of criminal convictions fluctuates, it is very difficult to say why. It not 
only fluctuates from year to year all over the province, but in particular courts, so far 
as I can see. I do not think it would be safe to put the fluctuation down to any parti- 
cular cause. 
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10258a. But do you not know as a fact that crimes have decreased in this Provin- 
ce ?—I am not well able to say. In the Central Prison we have probably a few prisoners 
more now than last year ; at other times we imay have less. 


By the Chairman: 


10259. But there has been a large increase in the population ?—Yes. 

10260a. Would the number of convicts per thousand of the population be much 
less this year than it was ten years ago ?—It should not be. 

10261a. Do you think it is less now than it was ten years ago, in proportion to the 
population ?—I think it is somewhat less. There is a great deal of good work being done 
in our common schools and by temperance societies, that was nct being done ten years 
ago, and something is to be attributed to their work. 

10262a. Is there anything to be attributed to a more strict enforcement of the law ? 
—TI have had something to do with these societies at one time, and I have noticed we 
have had a large number of convictions when the societies were working very hard, and 
we have had a lesser number when the people improved in morals ; so I think that the 
number of convictions does not always run ona level with these reformatory agen- 
cies. I think there is no doubt that intemperance is a great evil to the country, and 
is largely productive of crime. 


by Mr. Gigault : 


10263a. Have you lived in counties where the Scott Act has been in force ?—No. 


By Judge McDonald ; 


10264a. What was your occupation before you became an ofticial of the Central Pri- 
son !-—-I was Chief of Police in Hamilton. 

10265a. Were you the predecessor of Mr. McKinnon, who is there now ?—No, 
after Capt. Henry. 

10266a. How long did you hold the position of Chief of Police there /—About a 
year and a half. Altogether I was fifteen years on the Hamilton Police. 

10267a. You made a remark as to the prisoners confined in the Central Prison for 
burglary and such offences, what are called professional criminals, not being men of 
intemperate habit. How far would that remark apply to your experience as a Police 
official 7—The smart cases were all temperate men. 

10268a. Did you find when you were connected with the Police Department, that 
a good many petty crimes, such as larceny, were committed directly in connection with 
the drink habit ?—Yes. 

10269a. Such as stealing some small article so as to sell it and with the proceeds 
buy drink ?—Yes. 

10270a. Did you find that a good many cases of common assault might be attribu- 
ted to drinking habits upon the part of those who committed them ?—Yes, and a large 
number of cases of assaulting the police were the results of liquor. 

10271a. Taking the class of people who carry on gambling dens and who gamble at 
fair times, and so on, how are they as to their habits?—-I think there is a good deal of 
drinking done among them. 

10272a. From your experience as a police officer, do you deem it advisable that the 
sale of liquor should be excluded from billard halls, bowling allies and such places !— 
Yes. One thing that struck me very forcibly for many year, was the picture of a saloon 
upon a corner, and childen going to school and returning from it, stopping to look through 
the window and see and hear what is going on, when their ears catch some very foul 
language. These places seem to be attractive to the youngsters. I have chased them 
away hundreds of times, but they have a fondness for them. I think they are a source 
of evil influence because what the ear and eye get accustomed to, the mind gradually 
comes to accept. 

10273a. In case of a law doing away with either saloon license or the hotel license, 
which would it be better to dispense with?—The hotel license being accomodation for 
the public in general, I think I would retain it sooner than the saloon. 
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By the Charman : 


10274a. I observe in this return you have putin that the number of prisoners. re- 
ceived in 1884 in the Central Prison, was 723 ’—That is the number received. 

10275a. In 1891 the number received was 671 ’—-Yes. 

10276a. The population in 1880, -I think, was about 1,980,000; and in 1891, 
2,113,000. Taking the convicts per thousand of the population, that would show a 
decrease of about 25 per cent on the average !—Yes, 

10277a. Is that not a very marked improvement ?—Yes. But as I said before, my 
impression is that crime fluctuates in the same place and with the same amount of popu- 
lation. 

10278a. But there has been a steady decrease since 1887, when the number impri- 
soned was 862 !—You will remember I remarked thatsome years the Inspector transferred 
common drunks, or men having light sentences, say of 40 and 60 days, because we requir- 
ed their work ; and other years they were not transferred because we did not require 
their work. He only transferred them for accommodation of the work. That, of course 
would relieve the common jail of a certain number of men, but it put that extra num 
ber on our yearly account. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10279a. Do you not find, looking back for 20 years, that there has been a gradual 
decrease in crime !—Yes, I hope so. 
; 10280a. Is there not a gradual decrease all along the line ?—-I am not prepared to 
f say that. As far as the Central Prison is concerned we stand nearly the same, with the 
exceptions of the transfers sent up. If you will look at that sheet you will see we 
have 303 now, and we had 283 last year, on the 30th September. 


f By the Chairman : 


1028la. You have 303 now, and you had 335 in 1884, a large number with a much 
smaller population. Would that not indicate that there had been a very considerable 
decrease in the volume of crime !—It would. 
10282a. Then taken in connection with the general statistics of the prisoners in the 
jails, to which my colleague, Mr. Gigault has referred, do you think the Commissioners 
would be correct in concluding that there has been a very material reduction in the 
3 number of criminals committed to jails and prisons in the Province of Ontario within 
the last 15 years ?—Considering the increase of population, of course the statistics of 
the prison show that crime has been reduced. 

10283. Have you at any time made comparisons of the prison population of Ontario 
with those in the came institutions in other Provinces, or in States of the United States ? 
—In the States I noticed that crime is increasing, 

102834a. How does your population in the common jails and the Central Prison of 
Ontario, compare with the like population in such a State as Maine ?—I have not paid 
attention to their prison population; but I have from time to time noticed that in the 
large penal institutions on the other side, the number are increasing. I have not paid 
any particular attention to Maine. 

10284a. When you spoke of high class criminals being temperate men, do you mean 
that they are total abstainers?—I would not be prepared to say that ; but from what I 
have seen of them—and I have conversed with them—they consider that a man who 
drinks so much as to injure his mind or ability, is not a fit man for the profession. When 
I say they are sober men, I do not exactly mean teetotallers, but that they are men who 
will not drink to hurt themselves. The impression I intended to convey was that they 
do not drink to injure their business. 

10285. Do you consider that the liquor traffic as conducted in this and other cities 
with which you are acquainted, by the hotels, saloons, and shops, has any effect upon 
the morals of the community, injurious or beneficial /—It must be injurious. I remarked 
a little while ago that on many occasions I have had to chase away, in fact coax away, 
children from hanging round saloon doors where the conversation was not fit for them 

_. to hear, and the drunken people not fit for them to see. I think as far as morals are 
‘ concerned. that there are very few moral lessons taught in saloons. 
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10286a. Has any better mode of conducting the license system occurred to you, if it 
is to exist at all ?—I think it would not be possible to make much improvement on our 
saloons as long as they keep liquor, and gambling goes on inside. 

10287a. Do you consider that the present system is more injurious tian a prohibi- 
tory law inefficiently enforced would be?—I am scarcely able to form an opinion upon 
that. It is a wide question. Of course a law that is not carried out is useless, but if a 
law is enacted, why not put the machinery at work to carry it into effect ?—A law bro- 
ken by everybody is not a law at all, it is only one in name. 

10288a. And the effect on the community of such a state of things, in your opinion, 
is what ?—Just as bad as the saloon, every whit, if the law is not carried out. 

10289a. Do you consider that idleness leads to intemperance, or that intemperance 
leads to idleness !—Intemperance leads to idleness, I think ; though there are a good 
many workingmen who work very hard, and who drink. I think it is a difficult matter 
to make an iron rule in regard to these matters. 

10290. Do you think that men are more liable to acquire the habit of drinking to 
excess when they are poor, than when they are fairly well to do?—I scarcely know. 
Some people can take a quantity of drink and go home and keep quiet, and another class 
go into the streets and make a noise. We see more of the latter class than of the former. 

10291la. You are not prepared to say which condition is the most likely to lead to 
intemperate habits ?—I am not able to say, I am sure. I have seen both classes addicted 
to liquor. I have no means of knowing which would be the most numerous. I do not 
think that intemperance is confined to either the poor classes or the rich, when the habit 
is once formed. 

10292a. Is it your opinion that with honest and efficient officials, any law passed 
by the Parliament of Canada could be efficiently enforced /—In reference to any liquor 
law, I think they are very generally broken—at least such is my recollection of years 
ago. I cannot say what they are in Toronto now, for I have not an opportunity of 
knowing ; but I remember years ago when three out of five of the licensed tavern-keepers 
would open their doors on Saturday night and Sunday, and a large number of acquaint- 
ances would call and get liquor. I think the law in those respects was not well observed 
anywhere years ago. Of course, I am not speaking of Toronto at the present time, 
because I have no opportunity of knowing. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10293a. Did you notice during the period the Scott Act was in force in many 
counties in Ontario, that there was any appreciable diminution in the number of 
prisoners sent up !—-I am not able to say. From some counties, for instance the County 
of Halton, we scarcely get three prisoners in the year at the Central prison. 

10294a. There would not be much difference then in the numbers during the Scott 
Act period as compared with the license period ?—No. 

10295a. In 1887 there were confined in the Central 178 men for drunkenness. 
Your explanation of that is that you were short of labour !—Yes, and they were called 
up from the common jails. 

10296a. This had no connection with the fact that the Scott Act was in force in 
a large part of the Province ?—It was just caused by the transfers. 


By the Chairman : 


10297a. I notice that the commitments in 1886 were 594; and in 1887, which was 
about the last year the Scott Act was in force in many counties in Ontario, there were 
862, or an increase of 268?—That would be about the time when we were running our 
brick yard. No doubt there was a large number of transfers of 30 and 40 days—men 
from all through the province. I think that explains the increase. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10298a, If these men were not in the common jail for drunkenness, you could not 
bring them up to the Central ?—We could not have had them. 
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WILLIAM H. ORR, Insurance Agent, Toronto, recalled : 
By the Chairman : 


10299a, I think yuu stated in your evidence yesterday that you had some statistics 
you desired to put in. We shall be glad to have you read them to us?—I have put 
what I wanted to say in writing so as to make it brief. 

I am one of ten citizens who established the Central Lodging House in this 
city three years ago, with a view of providing poor men with beds and a bath, if 
wanted, at a nominal fee of ten cents. There is a mission work connected with it. The 
father of one of its directors is now erecting a $40,000 building for the lodging and 
mission, on the corner of Queen and Jarvis Streets. There are several other such refuges 
in the city ; but this one last year furnished about 30,000 nights’ lodging to people unable 
from drink and poverty to pay more than 10 or 15 cents for a night’s rest. Such a work 
would have been entirely unnecessary but for the drink traffic. The other similar 
refuges would be more than enough to shelter the poor of a larger city than Toronto if 
the legal drink temptation were removed. The following figures copied last evening 
from the books of this lodging house, amply prove that the convenient opportunity to 
get liquor is the crying evil in Toronto, and that when no liquor is legally sold this class 
of people can preserve sobriety and can be restored to usefulness. 


TORONTO CENTRAL LODGING HOUSE. 


STATEMENT of number of patrons each night from Saturday, October 14th, to Monday, 
October 23rd, 1893, inclusive. 


Date. Admissions. Drunks. 
Ociiber iA waatunay.s «(ewes knee ei livcm te, 57 6 
BoA LO) (OUNCE pare sche Soap ree CAR rare yt air ites 53 0 
mene Oc VLOMU AV aN etc, tut cua. 5 eyo ee eaceae®. 56 i) 
eA ee CSO ANG 5 1c, atts etl ee lees 52 7 
Bee DELON EVV CUNGSCAY 5 omia npette ot oe Eee 62 a 
ORME S EY SOA: boner. ca tol Eee cease eee een 56 5 
sit AIES th a6 CS gt aa rs ae arn eT CIS eit 57 3 
A> 0 (EN IGASE Ta Ti ds EW eee a ene Ive hdr eR eV se tse 63 Hy) 
SMe eS UTI ona Seon MeCaat a al Sta seas Sie 59 0 
BP AO SUVLONCLAV:S (A) ok Such Mareen ou slat Ore cea 56 ih 


Many are seriously under the influence of liquor who are not classified as 
drunk or put in a separate room. During the winter season the beds occupied increase 
to about double the above numbers, and with a similar proportion of persons helplessly 
intoxicated. On Sabbath evening they all come in early and seldom show the least signs 
of having obtained liquor during the prohibited hours. é 

The Toronto Coftee House Association is another agency which has done a vast deal 
in bringing about a reduction of the drink evil in our city, and to show that it is not 
necessary that restaurants should sell liquor for support. Thirteen years ago, it was 
almost impossible to find a place where a busy man, or clerk, could step in and get a 
decent lunch without passing through a bar-room reeking with the fumes of beer. This 
is now entirely changed. There are now about 150 such placesas the Coffee House, but 
on a smaller scale, scattered throughout the business portion of the city, all following in 
the path led by it. The Coffee House Association had intended to plant dozens of 
branches, but finding private enterprise taking the matter up, it confined its work to 
two permanent premises on King and Queen Streets. It has earned about 12 per cent 
per annum on its capital stock during the thirteen years of its operation, and every year 
shows a marvellous increase in the number of its patrons. 


King Street, in the year, say... .. 2.0.6. 502 ee eee eee $45,000 
CUTOUT CCE, wolfe acetiee eehigtie 0 5 2K fof apne beet oe ee 32,000 


I may add that those classed as drunks in the above figures, are really helpless 
people. A great many who are under the influence of liquor are not classed so. 
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10300-la. Is the sale of liquor in Toronto, on Saturday night and Sunday, a legal 
sale? You speak here of the legal sale ?—There are a class of people who would be likely 
to get liquor illicitly if there was any chance of doing so. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10302a. These rooms are managed by a Board of Directors, are they not /—Yes. 


By Judge McDonald ; 


10303a. Do they make an annual report /—Yes. 

10304a. Could you send usa copy of the report ?—Yes, I intended to bring some, 
but I omitted it. I will send them in to-morrow. 

10305a. I suppose they show a financial exhibit in connection with these institu- 
tions !—Yes, the report shows the income and expenditure on both of them. At the 
annual meeting the number of meals furnished is always stated for the benefit of the 
stock-holders, but I see it is not printed in the last report ; and I went to the Coffee 
House this morning and got an approximate number. 

10306a. It is gratifying to observe that on neither of the Sundays given in your 
statistics, did any person come in under the influence of liquor. I find that upon Satur- 
day, October 14, six came in who were drunk, and on Saturday, October 21, five. Were 
any of those persons admitted in the evening hours /—All] were admitted in the evening. 

10307a. Up to what hour ?—No names are taken down, nor the condition regis- 
tered, until nine o’clock in the evening. They commence at nine o’clock to come in, in 
the majority of cases, and we record them. 

10308«. Are you in a position to say whether the persons who came in Saturday 
night had or had not obtained lquor during prohibited hours?’—We do not know, we 
cannot tell that. 

10309a. I see that none came in on Sunday whom you call drunks. Do you take 
that as evidence that the provisions of the license law as to non-sale upon Sunday, are 
strictly carried out in Toronto ?—I think they are well carried out. I take that as very 
good evidence of it, because that does not stand alone, that is only a sample. I can 
bring you figures for the past two or three years. 

10310a. Did you hear the evidence just given by the Deputy Warden of the Central 
Prison ’—A portion of it. 

10311la. Did you hear what he said as to the Sunday law being very much violated 
in Hamilton and elsewhere, when he was on the police force in that city !—I did not 
hear him say that. 

10312a. He did not speak of Toronto, and the question occurs to me—if that is the 
state of things in Hamilton and other places, and the law is so well observed in Toronto, 
whether it might not be fairly attributed to the men in the traffic in Toronto, being of 
the good character spoken of by His Worship the Mayor, yesterday, and that they lived 
up to the law ?—I think that may be partly so. IJ think that has a beneficial effect. 

10313a. That being so, would it be an advantage, while the license law continues, 
to have licenses issued so far as possible to men of this character and good standing /— 
That is the foundation principle of the whole business. 


Ly Mr. Clarke : 


10314a. Do you approve of that principle ?—Certainly, as long as the license system 
continues ; but you must not quote me as approving of the license system in itself. 


By Judge McDonald: 


10315a. That is, if there is to be a license law, you think it is well to put the traffic 
into the hands of as good men as you can get to take hold of it?—Yes. Allow me to 
give you one instance. <A friend of mine has had a license for a good many years. The 
reason he takes a license is that there are only two licenses given in his town, and he 
always takes one so that there shall be no bad business around his place. But he has 
no more notion of selling liquor than I have. He says that is the only way of keeping 
a decent hotel. 

Wititram H. Orr. 
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10316a. He takes a license but he does not use it ?—No. 

10317a. Is it a hotel at which travellers stop?—It is a summer hotel; but at the 
same time if the license was taken by somebody else in that village it would be used all 
the year round to the detriment of the people. 

10318a. When these people came into the Home you have been speaking of, are 
they ever found to have any liquor with them in flasks ?—It would be taken away from 
them if they had, unless they had it somewhere in their pockets where it was not seen. 
We do not search their pockets unless they are drunk and do not behave themselves. 
Of course if we found one furnishing liquor to the others, he would be interfered with. 

10319a. Do you trace those patrons of the Central Lodging House after they leave 
it, to know whether they leave the city or remain?—<As a rule they are very nearly the 
same persons, with some fluctuations. 

10320a. Is it found at all that the men who come in upon Sunday sober, come drunk 
upon any other days !—That is the case. There are many of them who cannot stand 
the temptation of passing an open liquor place if they have got money in their pockets. 

10321a. So on week days they turn in and get liquor /—Yes, the temptation is in 
their way ; on Sunday it is not. 

10322a. You cannot say where they get it Saturday night?—Probably they get 
loaded up before seven o’clock and stagger in there about nine. 

10323a. If they were loaded up before seven, do you think the police would permit 
these men to be staggering about up till nine o’clock and not take some charge of them ? 
—Yes, I think so. 

10324a. Speaking of the Coffee House, it is certainly a splendid agency. What 
class of people go there? Do you tind workingmen go there ?—Yes, largely. It was 
established, I may say (because I was one of the originators of it) almost exclusively for 
their benefit ; but as it was found to be yielding a little profit, that profit was applied in 
improving the cutlery and everything connected with it, and moving it up to a more 
central place. It is now in what used to be the old Methodist Book Room on King 
street, a fine establishment, and a great many of the better class of people come there 
for lunch now. 

10325a. You find there has been an improvement in the way in which it has been 
carried on the last few years owing to this change /—Yes. It was started at first near 
the market so as to give lunch to people that came from the country, and the labourers 
in the neighbourhood, so that they would not need to pass bar-rooms to get their 
lunch, 

10326a. Are there not other places in the city carried on by men for business pur- 
poses, where a decent lunch can be got without passing through a bar-room !—<As I said, 
there are about 150 such places, but when we started this institution there were prob- 
ably none. I remember at that time I searched myself for such places without hardly 
finding any. : 

10327. Do you mean to say that before this Coffee House was established there 
was no other place in the way of a restaurant in which people could get lunch without 
going through a bar-room?—I do not know of any that existed at the time. I am not 
speaking of the down town neighbourhood among the business population. There was 
one up on the corner of Queen and Yonge Streets, Mr. McConchy’s, I think, and there 
was one very near the Rossin House, by Mr. Coleman. But these were not in existence 
at that time as lunch counters. The only one I knew run on a temperance basis was a 
place called, I think, the Excelsior, nearly opposite the post office on Adelaide Street. 


By the Chairman : 


10328a. Were there no confectioners places where lunch could be got ?—A thing of 
that sort was almost unknown 15 years ago ; but since the Coffee House Association 
started, the business of furnishing lunches has been considerably developed. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10329. Has there been much development in the temperance hotel business dur- 
ing the last 15 years 1—No, not much, unless we count in the large boarding-houses as 
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hotels. Some of those gave accommodation just for the day or night, in competition 
with liquor hotels. 

10330a. How many recognized temperance hotels are there in the city /—Except 
the Robinson House and the Lucas House, I do not know any others that have existed 
for any length of time, that could be called temperance hotels. The Robinson House is 
reputed to have earned more money for its proprietors than any other hotel in the 
city. 

By Judge McDonald : 


1033la. As a man who makes a study of those matters, can you account for the 
fact of there being in a large city like Toronto so few temperance hotels? When I use 
the word temperance hotel, I mean hotels that do not take out a license !—I think, per- 
haps, it is owing to our having a few very good hotels. 

10332a. Has the Robinson House been in existence for a great many years ?— 
Yes. 

10333a. Has it been enlarged to any extent ?—I think not. 

10334a. We have it on all hands, and I think from yourself, that the temperance 
sentiment and the temperance habits of the community have been constantly increasing, 
we find it all over the Province wherever we go !—I think so. 

10335a. Would you not suppose, as a natural outcome of that state of things, that 
there would be a larger provision made in the city of Toronto in the way of non-license 
hotels !—I think there is nothing that would pay better just now than something of that 
kind. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10336a. But if these large profits have been made by keepers of temperance hotels, 
would not there likely be competition in that lne?—TI think you said the Robinson 
House was one of the most profitable hotels in the city /—Yes, and I think that is be- 
cause it has been a steady growing institution, and the money it has made has not been 
squandered in any way, but has been saved and taken care of. But I do not know how 
to account for the fact that it has not been increased in size. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10337a. We find that the larger licensed hotels have busses and porters at the 
trains to meet visitors. Now, do you know of any temperance hotel in the city that 
does that !—No. 

10338a. Is there anything that will enable a total abstainer coming to the city who 
wishes to go to a house where liquor is not sold, to know that there is any such place 
here unless he has been previously acquainted with it +—No. 

10339a. We are told that one difficulty about temperance hotels, non-license hotels, 
is that a great many total abstainers do not go to these houses when they know 
of them, that they prefer the other kind of houses. What has been your experience in 
that way !—I do not think it is exactly correct. I think it is accounted for largely by 
this fact, that the licensed hotels are kept in pretty good condition, and temperance men 
like everybody else, are easy men, and do not trouble themselves to hunt round and 
find a hotel that would suit their principles better. 

10340a. The hotel does not seek them when they come to the city, and they do not. 
seek 1t !—Exactly. 

10341la. Is that business ?—I do not think it is good business. 

10342a. Is that carrying out strict temperance principles with a view of making 
them a success /—Everybody knows his own business. If I was a hotel-keeper I would 
have a good hotel without any liquor attachment. 

10343a. Suppose a man starts in keeping a hotel, his principle will not allow him to 
take out a license, and he desires to make it a success. You may say, if he does, he 
ought to have his runners at the station, but he does not do it. Should not that man 
receive the sympathy and support of temperance men ?—I think so. 

10344. Do you think that they do receive it !—I think they do to a considerable 
extent, so far as they are known, or make themselves prominent. But of course I am 
not apologising for men who have not got good business talents. 
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103450. Take the Robinson House, it has been in existence a great many years, I 
believe !—Yes. 

10346a. It is well known in the city of Toronto and throughout the Province ?— 
Yes. ; 

10347a. Are there not a great many temperance men who come to Toronto and 
who never go near it /—Certainly, but I understand it has a very good patronage and is 
a very good paying hotel. 

10348a, Is it now carried on for the entertainment of travellers, or as a boarding- 
house !—Both. Some of my friends stop there who are of the class that would not go 
to a liquor hotel if they could find a temperance hotel. Such people, do generally put 
up at that place; and a great many, of course, do not take the trouble to look any 
further than the Walker House, or the Rossin House, or the Queen’s. 


By Mr. Grgault : 


10349a. Is Toronto very orderly on Sundays !—I think it is. 

10350a. Do you believe that the prohibitory clauses of the license law contribute 
in maintaining order on Sunday in Toronto?—Very much indeed. 

10351la. Do you condemn the moderate use as well as the abuse of liquors ?—Of 
course, moderate use is the term that is generally used, but for my part I hardly admit 
any such thing as moderate use. 

10352a. I asked if you condemned the moderate use as well as the abuse ?—Yes, I 
condemn both, because I do not find anybody using it immoderately who has not first 
been educated in the moderate school. 

10353a. Do you believe the moderate use of liquors is immoral !—To an enlighten- 
ed conscience it is; to an African, or somebody who has not got much conscience, I do 
not think it is. An African may get drunk every day, and I do not think there is any 
question of morality at all in his mind. 

10354a. Do you think the Act of taking a glass of cider immoral !—I do not think 
that it amounts to anything in connection with my testimony here to answer those fine 
questions. For me it would be; for some others, it might not. 

10355a. I think it is important for us to know on what principles you advocate 
prohibition, whether you want to do away with the abuse only of liquors, or whether 
you want to do away with the legitimate use only 7—I do not wish to do away with any 
other poisonous drugs. Alcohol is a poison ; it has its legitimate place in the drug shop 
and in medicine, and in the mechanical arts. I do not want to do away with the legiti- 
mate use of it. It will always have to be manufactured for those purposes. My objec- 
tion is that the sale of it is a drunkard making business, and is turning out men who 
are unfit for work of any kind, men whom I do not employ in my business and none of 
you would employ in yours. * 

10356a. Would you not employ a man who made a moderate use of liquor /—Yes. 

10357a. Do you think the moderate use makes him a bad servant ?—Does it hinder 
him from being a good servant? Not always, no. It does not incapacitate him until 
he pays too much attention to that branch of his work, and neglects the branch that I 
want him to do. 

10358a. Do you not think it is only the abuse which incapacitates him and makes 
him a servant ?—I think that any use of liquor as a beverage is an abuse of it. Under 
medical prescription, I think it has its place, A man or a woman can properly, and 
rightfully, and conscientiously take some liquor when prescribed by a physician ; but it 
is dangerous for a man to go into the business of using liquor moderately on his own 
account. 

10359a. Did I understand you to say, yesterday, that you would even prohibit the 
importation of liquors for the private use of the importers !—Well, I believe I would ; 
that is to say, if the evil that we now complain of was not vastly diminished, I would 
deem it proper to do that. If the evil still continued through people importing it and 
using it in their own families, then I think there ought to be something done to alle- 
viate that evil. 

10360a. Do you believe the Canadian Parliament should adopt a law which would 
prohibit the importation even for the private use of the importer !—I think so, eventually. 
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I would be quite willing to accept the mere prohibition of the traftic for the present, but 
T think it needs to come to prohibition of the importation for private use in the end, 
when sentiment has been properly educated to it. Perhaps sentiment is not ripe for that 
now, I do not know about that. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10361la. Do you believe sentiment is ripe for the milder measure of prohibition you 
are advocating now, the prohibition of the traflic!—I think so; I think the large 
majority of the people of this Province are in favour of it. You will find that out better 
on the first of next January. 


By the Chairman : 


10362a. I observe in this paper you have put in, that you speak of the legal drink 
trattic as causing all the evils which you refer to /—Yes. 

10363a. You say in one place: ‘‘ The following figures, copied last evening from 
the books of this lodging-house, simply prove that the convenient opportunity to get 
liquor is the crying evilin Toronto, and that when no liquor is legally sold, this class of 
people can preserve sobriety and can be restored to usefulness.” On what do you found 
that statement ?—On a long series of repetitions of just such figures as you have before 
you in connection with that institution, and others that I am connected with also, for 
which I cannot get figures just now. 

10364a. The traffic is illegal in the State of Maine. Do none of the evils which 
are referred to in this paper, so far as you know, exist in the State of Maine?—Well, I 
feel morally convinced they exist only in connection with violations of the law. 

10365a. But the point I want to get at is whether you are quite justified in attribut- 
ing the whole of these evils to the legal sale of liquor !—I am speaking of Toronto. I 
do not think that the illegal sale of liquor in Toronto amounts to much of an evil. 

10366a. Do you think if you had prohibition you would have no liquor in the city 
of Toronto ?—Oh, no. 

10367a. Do you think if you had liquor at all, that some of these evils would not 
occur ?—In some isolated cases, probably. But the legal temptation would not be there 
constantly. 

10368a. Then, can it properly be said that it is to the legal sale of liquor that these 
evils are to be attributed !—In Toronto, that is largely so. 

10369a. But you do not qualify it. You say here: ‘“ When no liquor is legally sold 
this class of people can preserve sobriety and can be restored to usefulness ” ?—Well, I 
have furnished evidence of it there. 

10370a. That would be the case if there was no liquor at all. I suppose you mean 
if they can get no liquor !—The illegal sale of liquor in this city, as I understand it, is sur- 
reptitious, nnniee ground, quiet ; if ‘anybody wants to go to church he has not got to 
smell liquor on his way, or to a mission hall, or anything of that kind, on Sunday. The 
illegal sale does not amount to much in the way of tempting people. 

10371a. Of course, if all licenses were done away with in the city of Toronto, any 
sale would be illegal. Would that necessarily imply that there would be no liquor in 
circulation, that none of the crimes or misfortunes which you refer to in this paper, 
would then arise !—I think so, provided there was a police force in sympathy with the » 
execution of the law. There is everything in that. I think we have a sufficient police 
force to make every day in the week the same as Sunday is now with regard to liquor. 

10372a. Now, can you mention any place where such a state of things as you de- 
sire, really exists ?—I think I could mention several. 

10373a. Where they have a prohibitory law !—Yes, or have had up to a recent pe- 
riod. Vineland, New Jersey, and Pullman, near Chicago, are places of that character, 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10374a. What population have they ’—I have not seen the figures of the popula- 
tion. I think Pullman must have something like 25,000 or 30, 000. 
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By the Chairman : 


10375a, Pullman is an exceptional place. The whole place belongs to the Pullman 
Company, and it is controlled by the company ?—Another place is called Gibson, in 
New Brunswick. 

10376a. Have they no poor there !—I have never been in the place myself. 


By Mr. Clarke: 
10377a. What about Ashbury Park? Is not that right alongside Vineland ?—No, 


it is a good ways from Vineland. 

10378a. How far ?—I do not know so much about Ashbury Park as I do about 
Ocean Grove, which is just on the other side of a little creek. They are both practi- 
cally almost one place. Ocean Grove I know is under total prohibition, not only so far 
as the sale of liquor is concerned, but as far as the sale and smoking of tobacco on the 
streets is concerned. I have been there four or five seasons, and a cousin of mine keeps 
a hotel there. There are any number of hotels there, but no one ever thinks of selling 
liquor there. 

10379a. Is this prohibition still in force in Pullman and Vineland ?—Yes. T do not 
know about Vineland, I fancy there has been some change. I think the legislature 
has forced a license or two on them. 

10380a. Against their wishes /—Yes. 

10381la. Notwithstanding the benefits that accrue from the prohibition !—Yes. 


By the Chairman : 


10382a. Do I understand you to conclude that if there was no liquor sold in the 
city of Toronto, there would be none of those evils you speak of in your paper 1—That is 
my belief. 

10383a. But as long as liquor could be got the probability is that some of the 
misfortunes, referred to in this paper, would exist /—Not in any permanent form, they 
might incidentally, just as the crimes of theft and murder are committed sometimes. 
But they are not legal or done in a wholesale way, they are purely incidental. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10384a. We have found that there are several counties in Ontario which had the 
Scott Act in force for a period of three years, but in every one of which it was repealed, 
in most of which after only having been in force for three years. To what do you attri- 
bute the repeal of that Act ’—Largely, I think, to the fact that it had a three year 
clause in it which practically kept the liquor seller’s hopes alive, and during which three 


years, they made every effort to arrange matters so that they could get back into their 


old possessions. 

10385a. In case the law against theft and murder was only in force three years, 
and theft and murder continued to be committed in a county like breaches of the law 
were under the Scott Act, do you think the people would consent to repeal that law ?— 
Thefts have something like the liquor trafic has at the back of them, that is the desire 
tomake money. I do not think murder would come into that class. 

10386a. You did put thefts and murders together, but we will drop the murder 
and come to the theft ?—I want to explain why I classed them together and do still. 
We have a law against them, but that law no more prohibits murder and theft than the 
law against the sale of liquor would thoroughly prohibit the sale of liquor. 

103874. Coming back again to the question. Supposing that a law against theft had 
been carried by the people for a period of three years, after which time they could repeal 
it if they chose. Do you suppose that at the end of three years there would be a com- 
mon agreement to repeal it because it had not thoroughly prohibited the crime of theft ? 
—The liquor sellers had a pecuniary interest in working for the repeal of the Scott Act ; 
and so thieves might have an interest in working for the repeal of the theft law. 

10388a. Do you believe that personal interest on the part of thieves, or the part of 
receivers of stolen goods, could ever come to such a point in any county in the Province 
of Ontario in which the Scott Act was repealed, as to lead the majority of the people to 
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vote for the repeal of the law against theft ’—I do not see that there is any analogy 
because we could not have any laws of that kind. ; 

10389a. I agree with you that there is not the slightest analogy, but you have 
drawn the analogy yourself !—Not in that direction. I only drew an illustration, show- 
ing that there are laws against these crimes, but these laws do not entirely prohibit. 
And so under prohibition there might be some cases of violation as mere incidents, or 
accidents I might say in some cases. 

10390a. Now if the sales of liquor under the Scott Act had been as few as the 
number of thefts are usually under the Act against larceny, and the public sentiment as 
to the Scott Act had been the same as it is about theft, do you believe the Scott Act 
would have been repealed ?—No, I do not think it would. 

10391a. Then there is a difference in the public sentiment as to these things ?— 
Certainly. 

10392a. Do you believe public sentiment has anything to do with the successful 
enforcement of a law ?—Something, yes. 

10393a. To any considerable extent ’—Unless there is a majority of people in 
favour of enforcing a law, I do not think it would be very efficiently enforced. 

10394a. What do you mean when you say ‘“‘in favour of enforcing a law?’ Do you 
mean when the people are only sentimentally in favour of it, or that they would actively 
assist in seeing it enforced Sentiment at first, and actively assisting afterwards. 

10395a. A sentiment which manifests itself in action?—Yes, in electing to the 
Legislature and to public positions, so far as they have power to elect, persons who will 
carry out the law, and turning them out if they do not. 

10396a. You think if that sentiment gets into active work when the law is carried 
the law will then be a success 1—Yes. 

10397a. Supposing it does not ; will the law be a success in that case ?—No. 

10398a. If the law is not a success, would you prefer the state of things under a 
license law such as you have in Toronto, or would you prefer a prohibitory law upon the 
Statute-book and not enforced—not enforced in the sense in which you wish it to be 
enforced ?—Well, a very slight enforcement of a prohibitory law would certainly be 
better than a license law allowing 200 places in the city to sell liquor. 

10399a. Do you think it would be better to have in the city of Toronto the Scott 
Act as it was in the counties in which it was in force, or the present license law ?—Cer- 
tainly the Scott Act as it was in the counties in which it was well enforced. 

10400a. Take any county in Ontario of which you have knowledge, in which the 
Scott Act was in force ?—In some counties it was well enforced, and did great good 
while it lasted. 


By Mr. Clarke : 
10401a. In which of them ?—In the County of Halton, for instance. 
By Judge McDonald : 


10402a. Have you ever been in the County of Halton?—Yes. 

10403a. To what do you attribute the repeal of the Act in the County of Halton? 
—To the fact that the two political parties were so violent that a very little unpleasant- 
ness over the enforcement of the Scott Act caused it to be knocked out. 

10404a. We are told that in the County of Halton the assessed value of the county 
increased ; we are told that it was almost impossible in the whole county for a man to 
get liquor, we are told that in the Town of Milton every house except the county jail 
was occupied—in fact, that the results of the Scott Act were of very great benefit to 
the community. Now, it occurs to me that under the circumstances both political 
parties would be trying to get the advantage of that state of benefit, instead of taking 
the other line and trying to repeal the law which produced the benefit. How do you 
account for that /—You know when two people go into the fighting business, they do 
not often count the cost. Sometimes they go in regardless of consequences. 

10405a. Would not both political parties, instead of aiming to get the support of 
those who are in favour of liquor, aim to get the support of the people who are feeling 

Wittiam H. Orr. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 627 


these great benefits?—No. I think political parties, as a rule, try to get the support of 
both sides. Some of them think they have the support of the temperance people, and 
then having that safe, as they suppose, they try to get the support of the other parties. 

10406a. Do you believe there is a difference in the way in which support is given, 
as between temperance men and those who are in the liquor traffic ?—How do you mean ? 

10407a. For instance, that the liquor men will work altogether, and that there is 
division among the temperance men‘—I do not think so. I think the liquor party is 
sometimes divided, and the temperance men are sometimes divided. 

10408a. Then how do you account for the repeal of the Act in Halton where those 
great benefits are said to have resulted from it ?—I do not know that it is of very great 
consequence whether I account for it or not. 

10409a. But we want to understand your position. Here is a county where pro- 
hibition has been tried, where these beneficial results are said to have been followed, 
and yet the Act was repealed. Now, you are seeking legislation on the same line for 
the whole country !—Not quite. 

10410a. It is on the same line, but you go further ’—Somewhat. 

10411a, Would you be willing in the city of Toronto to exchange the present 
license law as it is carried out, for what did exist in the County of Halton?—I would 
not be willing to accept of any arrangement for Toronto that would allow the whole 
city to be turned upside down every three years on this question. 

10412a. But supposing a prohibitory law was passed, it might be upset at the end 
of one year, without waiting three years !—If adopted by Parliament, I do not think it 
would be repealed the next year. It would not be likely to be upset in one year. 

10413a. But can you, under our constitutional system show one instance of Parlia- 
ment passing such a law, and saying that no Parliament shall afterwards meddle with 
it 2—No, but still if a law were passed for the whole Dominion I think it should get a 
fair trial before it is upset. 

10414a. Do you think that three years does not give a fair trial to the Scott Act? 
—No. 

10415a. How many years do you think are required to give it a fair trial?—I do 
not say that three years might not be long enough to give it a fair trial, provided there 
was no provision for its repeal at the end of three years. That was the great weakness 
of the Scott Act, that it could be repealed every three years. And right here I want 
to say on behalf of the temperance people, that we never asked for the Scott Act. It 
was not a creation of ours, it was a creation of the enemy, as it were, because we never 
asked for any such thing. 

10416a. You did not ask for it, but you say it is better than the license law ?—I 
think so, if enforced thoroughly. 

10417a. Even as it was enforced ?—In some counties, yes. 

10418a. Now would you prefer the state of things that existed in Halton under the 
Scott Act, to the state of things in Toronto now under the license law !—It is hard to 
compare Halton County with Toronto. If you say Halton County as it was before the 
Scott Act, then I could answer squarely. 

10419a. But you were acquainted with Halton under the Scott Act, and you are 
now acquainted with Toronto under the license law. Which state of things would you 
prefer for Toronto ?—I would not have it under the Scott Act at all. 

10420a. I am not speaking of Toronto under the Scott Act, but under the existing 
license law ?—I have already said that I would not have the city turned upside down 
every three years on a question of repeal. 

10421a. I am asking you to compare the stateof things that existed in Halton under 
the Scott Act with that which existed in Toronto to day !—I do not see how you can 
make a comparision. 

10422a. Then you think you cannot give an answer to my question !—I cannot, Ido 
not think they can be compared. 

10423a. Perhaps I fail, myself, to make myself understood. I am asking you 
whether the state of facts that existed in Halton while the Scott Act was in force, was in 
your judgment preferable to the state of facts that exists in Toronto under the license law. 
That surely is a question which can be answered if a man has knowledge of the two places ? 
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— Well, if it is granted—which I am not quite sure about—that there was any amount of 
sale in Halton during the Scott Act, then of course I would rather have the state of 
things in Toronto. 


By Mr, Clarke: 


10424a. If the Scott Act prohibited, you would prefer it; but if there was a clan- 
destine sale going on under the Scott Act, which would you prefer then ?—Of course I 
prefer a license system that would keep the liquor in very small proportions to a free sale 
system that would allow it to be sold next doorto my house. I have prohibition within 
half a mile of my house in every direction, and a drunken man is seldom if ever seen 
in that neighbourhood. I am sure every body present would object to a saloon or other 
liquor place next door to where they lived. 

10425a. There was a prohibitory law passed in New Brunswick 40 years ago, and 
there was no provision that it should be maintained on the Statute-book for three years 
and then be submitted again to the vote of people ’—In New Brunswick they have the 
Scott Act now. 

104260. This was an Act passed a number of years ago, and in that Act there was 
no provision for its repeal after three years ; it was enacted as a permanent law like any 
other ?—We had the same here, the Temperance Act of this Province. 

10427a. But that Act was passed in New Brunswick because the legislature of the 
Province was led to believe, from the tremendous petitions coming in all the time, that 
the people desired it ; and it was repealed, I think in a year by a special session of the 
legislature, or a new legislature elected to deal with it. Mr. Tilley, now Sir Leonard 
Tilley, was the father of the Act, I think !—Here we simply petitioned for prohibition, 
and an Act was passed called the Scott Act, which was not at all what we wanted. 

10428a. You have mentioned Gibson, Vineland and Pullman as being under pro- 
hibitory laws. As far as two of these places are concerned, it 1s within the knowledge of 
the Commission that they are owned by corporations. Mr. Gibson testified before this 
Commission in Fredericton, that if he did not own the land he could not maintain that 
prohibition. Moreover, so far as our information goes, Asbury Park has become a 
licensed place. I do not know about Vineland ; you say that there may have been a 
change since this last year!—Not on the part of the people of Vineland, however ; I 
said that. 

10429a. The repeal of the Scott Act was due to the votes of the people, and if the 
advantages that are said to have obtained, really did exist under prohibition, it is diffi- 
cult to understand why the Act was repealed ?— Well, you have had testimony from all 
sorts of people on this subject, and their ideas differ on it. Ido not suppose you can get 
any very settled and positive reason assigned for the Scott Act being repealed. It was 
repealed in one place for one reason, and in another place for another reason. 

10430a. But if it was generally productive of good, would these causes have been 
sufficient to wipe out the Act and lead to a return to the license system /—We often 
find that the good is overcome when it ought to triumph. 

10431la. Do you know of any movement to re-submit the Scott Act in Ontario /— 
Not just ‘now, but the local Option Act has been passed in a number of municipalities. 
That relates to municipalities, not to counties, and they have that in force in several 
municipalities throughout the province, We, as temperance people, were pushing that 
for a while, until the Legislature here put a five-year period into the Act, and we have 
pretty much dropped it now as not being the thing. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10432a. Was it at first to be permanent ?—Yes. When it was first enacted there 
was no provision for its repeal in any township or village where it had been adopted ; 
but the Legislature has put in a provision for its repeal at the end of five years, which, 
we think, mars its eflicacy very much. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


10433a. Does it injure the local option law to have a provision put in that a vote can 
be taken in five years ?—I think so, for the reason that it encourages people who were 
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in the traffic to remain in it in a subsidiary way, hoping for an opportunity to resume 
under the law. 

10434a, Was there anything to prevent a vote being taken after two or three years 
before this amendment was made !—There was no provision for a repeal vote. 


By the Chairman : 


10435a. Do you know that the city of Pullman belongs entirely to the Pullman 
Company '—I understand so, mostly. 

10436a. I notice that in 1884, the number of electors voting for the Scott Act, in 
Halton, was 1,947, the majority in favour of it being 180. In 1888, the number voting 
for the retention of the Act was 1,853, or 94 less than on the first occasion ; whilst the 
total number of votes polled increased from 5,225 to 5,670. Would that indicate that 
some of those who had voted for the Act originally, had changed their minds !—I think 
there is no question about that. There were a good many voted for it originally who 
supposed that after it was carried all the evils would disappear ; but they found they did 
not disappear so quickly as they expected, and instead they found constant fighting going 
on over the Act to some extent; and they became indifferent and thought they would 
rather not have that kind of thing and so voted it out. But they are just as ready now 
to vote for prohibition square as they ever were. 

10437a. You think they became indifferent in 1888 ?—In some cases, I think so. 

10438a. I spoke of Halton, because it has been referred to by yourself and others ? 
—They became somewhat indifferent, and the opposite party became more active. 

10439a. I think yesterday when you were giving evidence you stated that you 
would like to see enacted in Canada a Jaw similar to that which exists in the State of 
Maine. Am I correct !—Yes. 

10440a. I am not sure that you did not add—I do not wish to misquote you—that 
you would like to see it better enforced ?— Yes, certainly. 

10441a. Have you paid any particular attention to the law in the State of Maine 
as to the penalties which are imposed for breaches of the law ?—I did sometime ago ; 
but I do not now remember exactly what the provisions of the law are. 

10442a. I am justified in saying that they are most severe. There was even an 
imprisonment concurrently with fines, or was until quite recently ; and in the event of 
the fines not being paid, further imprisonment. The provisions for preventing the sale 
of liquor are most elaborate, and certainly if we are to believe the evidence taken in 
that State, efforts have been most earnest to give effect to the law. It has been on the 
Statute-book over 40 years, and since it was first enacted there have been amendments 
made to it, variously estimated from 40 to 60, and almost entirely at the instance of 
those favouring the law there, General Neal Dow and his friends. Taking the city of 
Portland, for instance, in one year over 10,000 writs.of search and seizure were issued in a 
population of less than 37,000. A similar state of things we have found to exist else- 
where. Would you not consider that all that indicated a vigorous determination on 
the part of the authorities to enforce the law ’—I would like to know if that 10,000 is 
repeated annually, or is that only one year after there had been a lax enforcement. 

10443a. Perhaps not to the same extent, but there is a very large number every 
year. In the city of Portland there is a sheriff who is wholly in sympathy with the 
prohibitory law, and his power extends to employing as many deputies as he likes, and 
he can go anywhere and search and seize liquors !—Well, Portland is a seaport town, 
and we have no seaport town in Ontario. There are causes at work there no, doubt, 
tending toward violations of the law, that we would not be troubled with here. 

10444a. What would you say about Bangor, Lewiston and places of that kind ’—I 
have not been in Bangor, at all, but I understand that in some of those cities the muni- 
cipal Government has got into the hands of the enemies of prohibition, and just what 
every body might expect, occurs. 

10445a. But can you conceive of any other means which could reasonably be taken 
to enforce the law other than those I have mentioned !—I do not know any other way 
than through the police force. If the law is violated, it is the duty of the police to en- 
force it, as it is with regard to almost any law against any form of crime. 
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10446a. Now, the prohibitory law having existed in the State of Maine for so long, 
and all these elaborate means for its enforcement having been provided, would you ex- 
pect to find the arrests for drunkenness in the cities of Maine to be less or more than 
in cities in Canada where licenses exist /—I should think very likely if the law was ge- 
nerally violated in some of the chief cities of Maine, that the ‘arrests might be more nu- 
merous proportionately than they would be in Toronto. 

10447a. But would you naturally expect under their prohibitory system, with all 
the agencies which I have referred to, being applied, and a legislature willing to amend 
it at the instance of those favouring the law, that the arrests for drunkenness should be 
as many as they are in such cities as Toronto, or Montreal, or Quebec 1—They ought 
not to be so many, and are not so many in the rural parts of the State of Maine, as I 
know. 

10448a. Statistics in the rural parts, I am afraid, are not to be got with any degree 
of accuracy, in fact I doubt if they can be got at all; but where they can be got it is 
possible to make comparisons !—If in some cities of the State in Maine the law is not 
enforced, and there is a great deal of drinking and drunkenness, undoubtedly one might 
expect to see a great many arrests for drunkenness, if the law with regard to arrests is 
efficiently enforced. 

10449a. So far as I am able to judge from the evidence we have, the grounds of ar- 
resting and dealing with drunkards in most of the cities of Maine, are very much the 
same as they are in our own cities !—Do they let them go home, if they can go home 
alone ? 

10450a. In Portland, after they are arrested, they allow them to go without bring- 
ing them before the court, in some cases, just as is done in Toronto and Montreal. That 
leads me to ask you another question. If the arrests for drunkenness in the large cities 
of Maine are proportionately as numerous as they are in the large cities of Canada under 
a license system, can it be said that the prohibitory law has been effective there /—No, 
not in those places. But I might make the explanation I did a little while ago, that if 
the law was laxly enforced for a series of years and then a new marshal came in that 
would make every policeman enforce the law, you might have a large number of arrests 
for drunkenness just for that year, and that is what should be done all the time. But 
if, for aseries of years, there was a larger number of arrests in the cities of Maine, pro- 
portionately to the population, than in Toronto, it would intimate that there was a very 
bad enforcement of a very good law. No matter how good a law is, if it is not enforced 
it does not produce good results. 

10451a. I would mention to you that the sheriffs in the State of Maine can seize 
liquor coming into a railway station, and seize liquor addressed even to private persons, 
although it is permissable under the law for a citizen to get what liquor he may desire 
for his own purposes, and many arbitrary measures are taken to give effect to the law ; 
yet there is a large amount of drunkenness in the cities, and the number of arrests in 
many instances for drunkenness is very high ?—Not until the millenium coimes, I sup- 
pose, will we have perfection in any direction. 

10452a. We are comparing one system with another system !—Well, if the system 
of prohibition in the State of Maine has driven the liquor traffic and the temptation to 
drink out of nine-tenths of the territory of Maine, I should call it a successful law, and 
a successful enforcement of it, even though the sale of liquor did linger along in some 
of the larger cities. 

10453. But has it been driven out anywhere !—Out of existence entirely, we have 
the best evidence of that. 

10454a. We had a great deal of evidence before us that the law had driven liquor 
into the homes, that there was a great deal of drinking in homes and demoralization of 
families ; you would not consider that an advantage ?—No, but I do not think it is 
driven into the homes in that kind of way, as a rule. If people have been in the habit 
of using it in their homes before prohibition, I think, likely many of them will continue 
to do so afterwards. But I do not think it is introduced much into the homes of people 
who have been sober and temperate all their lives. 
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10455a. If that were the effect of the law in the State of Maine, as we have evi- 
dence that it is, would you consider it an advantage ’—If the effect of the prohibition of 
the public sale of liquor were to drive it into the homes so as to produce a greater amount 
of evil than we have in the city of Toronto from’ the licensed liquor traffic, I would say 
certainly it would not be an advantage. 


10456a. I am not saying what it produces, but I am asking you whether, if the 
effect of prohibition were to drive liquor into the homes, that would be an advantage in 
your opinion !— People can protect their homes, perhaps, to some extent, but not always. 
I do not think it would be an advantage to change the public sale to individual pur- 
chases of liquor to be used in the homes, if the same amount of liquor were used. But 
testimony seems to show that the quantity of liquor used in the State of Maine is verv 
much decreased. i 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10457a. Do you know any statistics existing which will show the quantity of liquor 
used in the State of Maine ?—Not just now, but I think I could get such statistics in a 
little while. 

10458a. We have heard the statement made before which you have made, but we 
have been utterly unable to get any information on this subject, and it seems to be 
almost impossible to do so, for the reason that when liquor is brought into Maine from 
other States it does not have to pass through a Custom-house, and no cognizance of it is 
taken in any official returns. Under these circumstances, how is it possible to verify 
the statement that there has been a great reduction in the consumption of liquor in the 
State of Maine?!—I suppose, from the general effects that are noticeable throughout the 
State. 


By the Chairman : 


10459a. In what particular direction would you look for those effects !—I would 
look at the records of the jail and alms-houses, and places where records are generally 
kept. 

10460a. Would you consider the commitments to jail for drunkenness a criterion ? 
—Yes, taking it over the whole State. But of course there might be active enforcement 
in some localities, while there would be very lax enforcement in others. 

10461la. Do you think the commitments to the common jails in the State of Maine, 
should be as large as the commitments in Ontario, for drunkenness!—Do you mean 
throughout the State ? 

10462a. Taking the whole State of Maine, would you expect the commitments to 
jail for drunkenness to be as numerous as the commitments to jail for the same offence 
in Ontario ?—No, I should expect them to be smaller for the same population. 

10463a. The population of Maine is 661,000 ; that of Ontario 2,200,000. I mean 
per thousand of the population ?—I should expect, taking the State of Maine all over, 
that commitments to jail for crimes growing out of the use of liquor, would be found 
considerably smaller per thousand in the State of Maine. 

10464a. If such were not the case, would you be disposed to say that prohibition 
had been a success in the State of Maine ?—I said over a large portion of the State of 
Maine. I think it might not be so in some places. 

10465a. I am taking the State as a whole ?—It might not be so in a few of the 
leading cities. 

10466a. Taking the State as a whole /—The enforcement of prohibition in the large 
cities is not so easy a matter as in the rural parts. 

10467a. The testimony was universal that it was more difficult to enforce a pro- 
hibitory law in large cities ; and in many cases it was admitted that the prohibitory law 
in large cities was not efficient. But I am taking the State as a whole !—Well, if you 
divide it into two parts, and take the rural part as an evidence of prohibition being well 
enforced, I am satisfied you will find fewer arrests in Maine. 

10468a. Then would not that be an argument in favour of Local Option {—If you 
can only enforce it in small communities where every man knows what his neighbour is 
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doing, and you cannot efficiently enforce it in cities, would it not, therefore, be better 
to have an elastic law which would permit of one community adopting local option if it 
so elected, and another community adopting high license if they so chose /—I do not 
think that would be a very sensible plan, although it would be a very good one for the 
people who live in the rural parts where they could have the evil driven away from their 
borders. 

10469a. Well, they have been endeavouring to drive it out of the cities as well as 
the rural districts in the State of Maine for over forty years, and they do not appear to 
have succeeded. Now, you have said accurately, I think, that in the rural districts it 
has been fairly enforced, but in the cities not so well; I asked you whether that does 
not really go to show that an elastic law, which a community could put in force or not as 
they thought proper, is the best law for dealing with the liquor traffic?—I would not 
like to say that. I think the experiment in our own country might produce different 
results from those in a State like Maine where so large a portion of their border is open 
to the foreign traffic. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10470a. Is there any province in this Dominion where there is not a large border 
open to the foreign traflic!—The seaboard traffic, I mean. 

10471la. Take Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, largely 
Maritime Provinces. Would you consider the same difficulties would be experienced in 
enforcing a prohibitory law in those provincey as in the State of Maine /—Yes, unless 
there was a large sentiment in its favour. In those places there is a strong sentiment 
in favour of prohibition, particularly in Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island. 


By the Chairman: 


10472a. I think you said you were an officer of the Dominion Temperance Alliance ? 
—TI am treasurer of it. 

10473a. Are we correct in concluding that the Alliance goes for a prohibitory mea- 
sure which would permit the importation by an individual for his own use !—No, I stated 
yesterday that I could not say that on behalf of the Alliance. The Alliance’s platform 
goes further than that. 

10474a. Can you tell us how far it does goes?—To the extent of declaring against 
importation. 

10475a. What do they ask Parliament for in the shape of legislation /—We are 
asking for a prohibitory law in general. 

10476a. A prohibitory law enforcing what degree of prohibition ’—The manufacture 
importation and sale of alcoholic liquors for beverage purposes. 

10477a. Would that include the importation by an individual for his own use ?—I 
think so, that is, unless he brought it in his own pocket. 

10478a. That would be smuggling ’—I do not know as it would. 

10479a. If it was against the law, it would be ?—It just depends upon what the 
law would say. 

10480a. That is what Iam asking you, I want to know what sort of a law the 
Dominion Alliance is asking for, because it is impossible for this Commission to say 
whether it is a fair claim unless they know what it is?—We have not the detail of the 
law before us yet. 

1048lqa, Still you have been working at this thing for many years, you have been 
petitioning Parliament, and some officer of the Dominion Alliance ought to be able to 
tell us what it is that the Alliance desires to get in the shape of legislation ?—I think I 
stated that yesterday, and I have stated to day pretty plainly what they desire. 

10482a. That is, total prohibition ?-—Yes. When you come down to a drop, or an 
ink bottle full, that a man may bring in his pocket, I do not want to say anything. 

10483a. We have found in Portland and some other cities that a large business was 
being done by people carrying bottles of liquor in their pockets and retailing it in alleys 
and at street corners ?—I think that is an evil that may be prevented. 
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10484a. Would not that system permit a small bottle to grow into a great evil ?— 
When I go over to the United States and come home again, although I am not a smug- 
gler, I may sometimes have some things in my pocket that are bought over there. 

10485a. That is an entirely different thing, we are talking of liquor ?—I mean that 
I would not approve of a law that would require that every person who came across the 
line at any place, should be searched. 

10486a. But do you desire to make it illegal for any one to bring liquors of any kind 
across the line, or into the country !— Yes, any considerable quantity. 

10487a. Butitwould beillegal whether in a small orlarge quantity /—If the Dominion 
Parliament gave us a prohibitory law that would carry out our view thoroughly, except, 
perhaps, that it would allow anordinary pint bottle, say, being brought in a man’s pocket, 
although we might urge to have that clause struck out, still we would accept the law. 

10488a. I cannot speak as to what Parliament might do ; I am asking what the 
Dominion Alliance really desires. Do you desire a law that would permit an individual 
to bring in liquor for his own use—you may limit the quantity if you choose? Or do 
you desire to make it illegal to bring in liquor into the country at all except for medici- 
nal, mechanical and sacramental purposes ?/—Yes, the latter is what we desire. 

10489a. You mean that is what the Dominion Alliance desires?—Yes. As I say, 
we would not be particular about a matter of a thimble full or two. 

10490a. Have you considered at all the financial question, the effect a prohibitory 
law would have upon the revenues of the Dominion, the Provinces and the municipa- 
lities ’— Yes, to some extent, not so thoroughly, probably, as a Finance Minister would 
be required to do. 

1049la. There would be of course a large loss of revenue to the Dominion and to 
the Provinces ; how do you think that could be made up ?!—I think if I were Finance 
Minister, IT would arrange that in this way: I would seek to impose duties on some 
other things that would take the place of this article, giving a little time in which the 
change should be brought about, certainly. 

10492a. What do you mean by giving a little time ?—If Parliament at its next 
session were to enact a prohibitory law, to come into force as soon as the session was 
over, or on the day the Act passed, the same as it does about the importation of goods, 
certainly that would make a very considerable change in the financial affairs of this 
Dominion in various ways. For myself personally, I am not in favour of that being 
done, I do not think it would be a wise thing to do. But if a law were passed bringing 
about total prohibition throughout the Dominion in the course of the next three, or 
four, or five years, I think every thing in the Dominion would adjust itself to the new 
state of things in such a way that there would be nothing like the trouble that some 
people try to make us believe would occur from a deficiency in the revenue. 

10493a. How would that help the revenue? How would that help to replace the 
loss of revenue now derived from the liquor traffic?—Give the Finance Minister ample 
time to put taxes on some other things. 

10494a. Then you would replace it by imposing an additional tax on other dutiable 
articles ?—You would have to do that unless there could be sufficient economies effected 
to make up for some of it. 

10495a. Do you think it would be necessary to resort to direct taxation to make 
up part of the loss, or it may be the whole of the six or seven million dollars in revenue 
that would be lost ’—I do not think it would, but if it did I would say that it would be 
a great gain. 

10496a. I am not speaking of results, I am dealing with the question of revenue. 
Do you think the Finance Minister could impose on other commodities, within a reason- 
able time, the taxes it would be necessary to impose in order to replace the lost revenue ? 
—I think he could, in the course of a little time. 

10497a. But to start with? We have to deal with the thing as itis. Suppose 
you took three or four years to commence, the loss to the revenue would be precisely the 
same when the law began to operate, only the delay would give more time to adjust and 
regulate matters /—Suppose there was going to be a loss of seven millions the next year 
in revenue ; It would not be very difficult to float seven million more bonds on the 
London market to cover that loss for that year. Then there would be a year in which 
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to make arrangements to collect a little more revenue from other sources, and so on. 
Even if we required to issue twenty million dollars of additional bonds to make up the 
loss of revenue for two or three years, it would still be a cheaper arrangement to tide 
over the financial difficulties that some people see. 

10498a. Then we understand your idea is that the Dominion should borrow a suf- 
ficient amount to meet the loss of revenue, and the interest on the money borrowed 
should be met by additional taxation. Is that your theory?—That is what I would 
suggest. 

10499a. Then come to the provinces. Take the Province of Quebec which derives. 
a revenue of between $500,000 and $600,000 yearly from the issue of licenses. You 
have lived in the Province of Quebec and you know a good deal of the population and of 
the financial affairs of that province. Does it occur to you how that loss of revenue 
could be made up in the province of Quebec !—No deubt, there would be a loss of reve- 
nue for some little while, but I take it that in a very short time the additional labour 
that would be obtained from people whose labour is now lost, and the additional indus- 
tries that would be fostered through the increased sobriety of the people, would soon 
make up for the deficiency. 

10500a. The condition of the people might or might not be better, but in what. 
way would that add to the revenue of the country and put money into the treasury of 
the province ?—In the greater amount of prosperity in the country. And there would 
be other sources of taxation. 

10501a. How is the Government of the Province of Quebec going to get money out 
of it ?—I can say how money was got out of some people when I was there ; they levied 
a tremendous rate of taxation upon all the banks and insurance institutions who were 
doing business in the city of Montreal. We paid over good money and the province 
got it. 

10502a. Would you advocate increasing those taxes to meet the deficiency !— 
Certainly. 

10503a. You would ask the corporations, in short, to make up the deficiency of 
$500,000 or $600,000 in the revenue ?—I would levy the taxes on something that could 
very well pay it, but in the meantime I would borrow. 

10504a. It is undoubtedly the case that you would have to levy them on something 
that could pay, but can you suggest to us what that something would be? You have 
spoken of corporations. The corporations complain bitterly about the taxes levied, and 
I judge from your remarks that you thought the corporation tax was rather a severe 
measure. Would you increase these taxes or raise the amount in some other way !—I 
would use very strict economy in order to avoid the necessity of increasing the taxes 
more than necessary. I would increase those taxes, but not to the extent of causing a 
revolution, or anything of that kind, in any particular branch, and I think other sources 
of revenue could be found. But, in the meantime, I would borrow—if there is any bor- 
rowing power in the Province of Quebec, I do not know whether there is or not— to 
tide over the difficulty. I take it that these things would be merely temporary. 

10505. Would you resort to direct taxation to replace the revenue !—If everybody 
was of my mind there would be no difficulty about direct taxation, because people would 
be ever so much better off than they are at present. 

10506. You know something of the people of the Province of Quebec ; do you think 
they would be willing to submit to direct taxation /—I do not know why they should 
not. 

10507a. But what is your opinion as to their feeling on the subject of direct taxa- 
tion !—I suppose nobody likes to pay taxes; but what could they do? 

10508a. Do you think it would be a popular measure in the Province of Quebec to 
levy direct taxes ?—No tax is popular, of course, but I think there is no reason why the 
people would rebel at direct any more than indirect taxation. 

10509a. Do you think the people of the Province of Quebec would vote for the abo- 
lition of the license system and consent to impose direct taxes upon themselves to re- 
place this loss of revenue !—I think it would make very little difference in the end. 
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10510a. Do you think the population would agree to it !—I think so. They would 
be so glad to get the evil reduced that I think they would all be willing to pay a little 
extra taxation. 

1051la. You think they would be quite willing to vote direct taxation as a result 
of abolishing the license system !—I do not know, but I would like very much to have 
the question of direct taxation put to the vote in both the Province of Quebec and Pro- 
vince of Ontario. 

10512a. You have lived in the Province of Quebec; and it is not often that we 
have the advantage of hearing a witness who has the large experience you have had in 
the two provinces, and as much acquaintance with the two systems. Now, do you think 
the people of Quebec would really vote to abolish the license system and impose direct 
taxes to replace the revenue !—I certainly think they would. 

10513a. Do you think a prohibitory law could be enforced efficiently in the Dominion 
if the people of the Province of Quebec were against it ?—I do not think the people of 
the Province of Quebec would be against it. 

10514a. But that is not answering my question—you will pardon me for saying 
it /—That will apply to any one of the provinces. 

10515a. But I am only speaking of the Province of Quebec as an illustration. I 
ask 1f you think that a prohibitory law could be effectively carried out in this Dominion 
if the people of the Province of Quebec were opposed to it That is making a sup- 
positious case. 

10516a. It is a simple question, I think ?—You mean the majority of the people of 
Quebec. 

10517a. I mean the will of the majority of the people of Quebec ?—I think the 
vast majority of the people of Quebec would be glad to have a prohibitory law. 

10518a. That may or may not be. The question is: Suppose the people of Quebec 
were opposed to a prohibitory law, do you think it could be efficiently enforced through- 
out the Dominion ?—I do not see why it would interfere very much with the enforcement 
in other parts of the Dominion. 

10519a. But we are speaking of a Dominion law which would apply to the whole 
country !—No doubt, when we get a prohibitory law it will be better enforced in some 
provinces than in others. 

10520a. But do you think it could be efficiently enforced with the population of 
the Province of Quebec opposed to it /—You mean in Quebec ? 

10521la. I mean the Province of Quebec ?—If there was a whole province against 
it, it would not be as efficiently enforced as if they were all for it. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


10522a. Supposing Ontario were opposed and the rest of Canada favourable ; could 
there be an efficient enforcement ’—No. 
10523a. Would not the same thing hold with Quebec ?—Yes ; I said that. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10524a. You spoke of importing liquor for domestic use as a detail. Now is not 
that a fundamental principle which goes to the root of the law !—It is when brought in 
in bulk, but not in such limited quantities as I have mentioned. 

10525a. But the law cannot say—it is not usual to put such language into laws— 
that the manufacture, importation and sale shall be prohibited, except that people may 
bring it in, in small packages in their pockets ; no Act of Parliament would be framed 
in that way. Do you think that is a detail, and that it is not rather a fundamental 
principle of the law ?—I think there are some tariff laws that make exceptions of small 
quantities. 

10526a. It would make an exception in favour of liquor to be used for medicinal, 
mechanical and sacramental purposes ; but do you think there would be an exception 
made in any law in favour of importations for beverage purposes !—No. 

10527a. Now, does the body you represent aim at preventing any such importation ? 
—Yes, I think so. 
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10528a. Then it is not a detail of the law, but it is a part-of the law, is it not? Is 
it not a part of the legislation itself?—We have not got any legislation yet. 

10529a. Is it not apart of the legislation which would have to be introduced into 
any law ?—Yes, prohibition for all purposes except those named. 

10530a. Now, you have said that time would test the feasibility of a provision al- 
lowing importation for domestic use ; but, if it was found to work badly, you would hope 
after a while to get further legislation if you could not get it at first. Would you say 
that 40 years experience in Maine had not been sufficient time to test it?—I should 
think so. Here is General Neal Dow’s sworn testimony upon that point :— 

‘«Ts there any barrier to a citizen purchasing liquor for domestic use ?—No, anybody can buy it. 

“* How is liquor looked after in the State ?—It can be purchased but not offered for sale. If any 
is offered for sale, it is of course liable to be seized. 

‘“ So the law does not prohibit the importation of liquor for beverage purposes by families ?—Not 
for private use. The law is against the sale, and the keeping for sale, and the illegal transportation. 

‘Aas any attempt been made during the past 40 years to take away from the people of Maine 
this privilege they now enjoy ?—-No. 

‘Would you favour an enactment of that kind ?—No. The people are not prepared for it. 

«What do you understand by the term prohibition ?—We understand by the term prohibition 
that drink shops are forbidden, that saloons are forbidden, and the sale of liquor for beverage pur- 
poses is forbidden, and so on. 

“Ts there any restriction under your <lefinition of the term, to be placed in the way of people 
purchasing liquor for beverage purposes, and bringing it in for domestic use ?—No. 

** You do not favour legislation that would stop that ?—No, because public opinion is not pre- 
pared for it. In countries like ours, like England and Canada, public opinion must always be con- 
sulted. No matter how important a measure may be, it would be unwise to attempt it very much in 
advance of public opinion. The law is educational.” 


1053la. Now, if, after 40 years trial of the law, General Neal Dow tells us that he 
would not advocate such a change, and that after 40 years the sentiment in Maine is 
not in favour of it, how would you expect that the people in Canada in a briefer time 
would be found to be in favour of it ?—I do not know why we should not be so deeply 
aware of the evils of the traflic that we would go even further than they have gone in 
Maine. : 
10532a. You think then that in this matter we are not to take lessons from other 
communities in which the law has been in force for so long a period /—We might pro- 
ceed upon what may be called a faster pace; we might differ in Ontario and in the Do- 
minion from the people of the State of Maine in regard to some things. 

10533a. Then you would pay no attention to their experience of 40 years ?—I 
think some weight is to be given to their experience, of course. 

10534a. Would you not suppose that after 40 years of experience of a successful 
prohibitory law, such as you think they have got, the educative force would have been so 
great that they would be seeking for a change in the law that would prevent liquor 
being imported for use in families ?—Yes, I do not know why that has not been the 
result. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10535a. Is there not a call for a repeal of the law in the State of Maine ?—Not 
many years ago they voted by a large majority to put prohibition in the constitution so 
that it never could be repealed, and I take that as pretty good evidence that the people 
were in favour of prohibition after 40 years experience. 

10536a. There is an explanation of that. People who were anxious to see the law 
enforced felt that as long as it was a political issue, its enforcement would be subject to 
variations ; but if the law was made a part of the constitution, the politicians would look 
upon it as an established thing and as taken out of the arena of politics altogether, 
which, however, the constitutional amendment has not done. You have spoken about 
seeing statistics of the importation of liquor into Maine. If you could lay your hand 
on those statistics, or tell us where we could get them, you would doa great service 
to the Commission ?—I do not know that I could to-day. 

10537a. It has been impossible for us to get those statistics, and until they are got 
it is impossible for us, or for you, to decide whether that law has been effective or not ? 
—TI think there must be statistics of the importation of liquor into the State of Maine. 

Wiriiam H. Orr. 
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By the Chairman 


10538a. Ido not quite understand how you come to that conclusion ?—I should _ 
suppose the general Government of the United States would have records of the collec- 
tion of their revenue. 

10539a. It does not pay revenue. They can only collect revenue on what comes in 
at the ports of the United States !—I should suppose that there would be a great deal 
of smuggling across the border. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10540a. I think you gave us to understand that some time ago you had seen statis- 
tics of the importation of liquor into Maine; you would do a great service to prohibi- 
tion by producing them, because we cannot find them ’—I am not certain that I will be 
able to get them in time for this Commission. 

10541la. The express companies, or the railway companies, or the freight companies 
do not keep any track of the vast volume of liquor that comes in there for domestic 
use, and the temperance people of Maine, so far as I know, have never asked for an 
amendment compelling the companies to keep a record of the quantities of liquor they 
bring in !—That looks hike a weakness in the law. 

10542a. It is a decided weakness that statistics cannot be produced regarding the 
importation of liquors into that State for consumption. Now, supposing you took the 
last decade in Portland, and if you saw from the statistics that 60 per cent of the total 
arrests made in that city have been for drunkenness, what conclusion would you come 
to !—That there was a good deal of drinking there. 

10543a. There never was so vigilant an enforcement of the law in Portland as at 
the present time. The sheriffis determined to enforce it. ‘lhe second-week the Com- 
mission were in Portland there were 69 arrests, of which 55 were for drunkenness ?—It 
shows that there is a lax enforcement. 

10544a. When you compare that with the record of this city for 1892, where pro- 
bably 40 per cent of the total number were for drunkenness and disorderly conduct, 
what conclusion can you come to regarding the relative merits of the two systems !— 
But there is a difference in the classes of population, and there may have been a differ- 
ence between a rigid enforcement last year and a lax enforcement at some previous time. 

10545a. There is practically no prohibition in Maine, except the prohibition of the 
sale. There are avenues for obtaining liquor in every direction. Would you believe 
that $82,000 were turned into the treasury for the sale of liquors made under the 
auspices of the city of Portland last year, a city of 37,000 inhabitants, and a perfect 
procession going into the city liquor agency to obtain liquor /—What for ? 

10546a. Ostensibly for medicinal, sacramental or mechanical purposes. Can you 
conceive that in a community where there has been prohibition for forty years, it would 
be necessary in a city of that size to sell $82,000 worth of liquor retail for medicinal 
purposes !—How would that compare with the amount retailed in the city. 

10547a. That sum represents the profits on the sale. You can get no particulars 
of the quantity brought into Portland except upon the quantity brought in by the city 
itself. Now a question on another point. It has been alleged time and again before 
this commission that these temperance hotels cannot be conducted because the bar, which 
is the most profitable part of the hotel, is excluded. You have heard that argument? 
— Yes. 

10548a. You say that the Robinson House has been a fairly profitable hotel, and 
also that the Coffee House has been very successful from a financial point of view. Now 
will you supply us with information as to the wages you have paid your employees, and 
as to the prices paid and the profits that have been made on the food. Please give us 
those statements so that we can put them in the record and demonstrate the practicability 
of paying fair wages and giving food at less prices than can be given in hotels that 
have a bar ?—I do not know what wages have to do with it. 

10549a. If they give their employees fair wages and the customers get food at fair 
prices, we ought to be ‘able to demonstrate the practicability of conducting these houses 
on a temperance basis 7—I think I have a statement in my desk which will show that 
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money is being made out of it, because it is a flourishing institution, paying a good rate 
of interest on the capital put into it. 

10550a. Will you give us the particulars of the wages and the prices?—TI decline 
to go in and ask what the servant girls are getting. 


By the Chairman: 


1055la. What institution are you speaking of !—The’ Coffee House. JI am not a 
director of it, but one of the stockholders. 

10552a. You are speaking of that as being financially successful ?—Yes, showing 
that it is not necessary to have a whisky attachment in a place of that kind. Perhaps 
they can pay larger wages where they sell liquor, for they get a special commission on 
that. 

10553a. Do you publish the financial statement ?—Yes. 

10554a. Would you let us have that, showing the receipts and expenditures /— Yes. 

10555a. If you could tell us the number of your employees, that would help us in 
reaching some conclusion !—The council meeting will will be held shortly, and I think I 
can get you some statistics in advance of publication. Those that are published are two 
years old. 

10556a. You are manager of an insurance company /—Yes. 

10557a. Does your company take risks on the lives of persons who use liquor ?— 
BYES. 

10558a. What is the rule of your company as regards the use of liquor by those 
insured by it?—If they use liquor to what is considered excess from a life insurance 
point of view, we decline to issue policies on them. 

10559a. That is, if they use it to what you consider an excess —What is considered 
excess from a medical point of view. 

10560a. Have you any standard ?—I cannot say that we have any definite standard. 
A man who takes a glass of beer with his lunch every day in the year, is not considered 
to be using it to such an extent as to cause his rejection by our company. 

1056la. And if he uses brandy or whisky?—I do not know as we have any defi- 
nite standard about that. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10562a. Not permitting a use that a medical man would consider injurious, I think 
you said 1—Yes, for life insurance purposes, that would have the effect of shortening 
his life. We look to his habits in general. If a man is in the habit of taking his liquor 
several times a day, treating other people and accepting treats, we deem that very dif- 
ferent from taking a glass of beer with his lunch. It is a dangerous practice. Three- 
fourths of the people we insure are teetotallers, and most of the others are what are gene- 
rally called very moderate drinkers. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10563a. But the restriction as to the use of liquor comes to an end at the end of 
two years !—I think it is three years. 

10564a. But at the end of two or three years these restrictions all go to the wind? 
——In general they do. 


WituramM H. Orr. 
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FREDERICK MOWAT, Sheriff of Toronto, on being duly sworn, deposed as 
follows :— ; 


By the Chairman : 


10565a. Are you Sheriff for the county as well ?—Only for the city. 

10566a. Will you briefly define to us your duties as Sheriff of the city 7—The most 
of my work has to do with civil matters. I attend at the Assize Courts, which is the 
only criminal court I have anything to do with. I have the supervision of the jail. 
The jail is a county as well as a city jail, but is under my charge. 

10567a. I suppose all the accounts pass through your hands ?—The statistics all 
pass through my hands, but the money accounts go direct to the city, and are dealt with 
by the City Treasurer. 

10568a. Do you certify them ?—No, the steward of the jail does that. 

10569a. An annual report is published of the total expenditure !—It is in the city 
reports. 

10570a. Have you given any attention to the classification of the prisoners in the 
jail, as to their nationality and the offences for which they are committed to jail ?— 
There is a report of that made every year, showing all these things you speak of. 

10571a. Can you tell us what percentage of those committed to prison, are for 
drunkenness ?—I could only give a guess about that, as I have not looked into the statis- 
tics. But I believe that about 60 per cent of the population of the jail are committed 
for drunkenness. 

10572a. Does drunkenness contribute largely to other offences? Is it a propelling 
cause in the other 40 per cent /—I think it is a propelling cause in many of the more 
brutal crimes. 

10573a. Have you formed any opinion as to the percentage of the remaining 40 
per cent of crime resulting from intemperance ?!—I have not. At the Assize Court, I 
would not think the percentage was very great. That is where I can trace it more. 

10574a. I suppose the larger portion of your duty consists in looking after civil 
actions, civil suits, and so on?—Well, carrying out executions. 

10575a. We have frequently been told that if there was no drink traffic there would 
be a very large reduction in the expenditure in the Dominion, provinces and municipal- 
ities. Have you formed any idea as to how much the expenditure in connection with 
the city jails would be reduced if you had no drunkards !—I think it would be very 
much reduced. In fact, that 60 per cent might almost count for 50 or 60 per cent less 
in the population of the jail, which would mean a great reduction in the cost. 

10576a. By how much do you think the cost of the care of drunkards in your jail 
would be reduced if there were none of that class ?—I think outside the management of 
the jail it would be reduced at least one half. 

10577a. But take the total expenditure in connection with the jail, what reduction 
would follow if you had no drunkards admitted ?— You mean, take the jail as it now is? 

10578a. Everything in connection with it?—I should think it would be reduced to 
about a quarter or a third. But that is a mere guess. 

10579a. I suppose the prisoners are producing something by their work !—They are 
at work, but not producing in the sense of making any money for the Government. 

10580a. But are they producing enough te feed themselves!—Not in the sense of 
earning any money. They are employed just now in fixing the jail farm, making a 

ark, 

3 10581a. That is supposed to be of some value ?—Yes, but I mean that there is no 
money credited to the jail on that account. 

10582a. In some cases, I suppose, they are doing work that really produces money, 
in other jails, if not in your jail?—I do not know of any here, perhaps they do else- 
where. 

10583a. Now, if we were to abolish the drink traffic with the crimes that arise 
from it, can you give us any idea how much the expenditure of the city jail would be 
reduced ?—I could not do that without looking at the account. 
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By Mr. Clarke: 


10584a. Is the assize court to which you give personal attendance the court at which 
the most serious offences are tried /— Yes. 

10585a. Now taking these serious offences, robbery, burglary and arson, do you 
find that the prisoners who are tried for those offences, are total abstainers, or are they 
moderate drinkers, so far as you are able to form an opinion ?—I think the men who 
commit those crimes you speak of would not be regarded as drunkards. Men who do 
these things have got to keep their wits about them. 

10586a. Would they be total abstainers ?—I never knew any of them to be total 
abstainers. 

10587a. But when they are plying their vocation they have to keep their wits about 
them !— Yes. 

10588a. We had the jailer before us yesterday, Governor Greene. I suppose we 
may rely upon the statistics he gave us /—Yes, he is very careful about the statistics. 

10589a. Have you given any attention to the results produced by the committals 
from time to time of chronic drunks for 15, 20 or 30 days? Has it any beneficial effect 
upon them !’—Do you mean in stopping them from drinking ? 

10590a. Has it any effect in bringing about any permanent reformation in these 
men ?—I think in but very few cases. 

10591a. Would it be well if there were established a hospital, or sanitarium, or an 
industrial institution of some kind where these chronic drunks would be committed for 
indefinite periods by the magistrate, to be treated as persons suffering from a disease }— 
I think it would be beneficial. 

10592a. From your experience as a public officer, have you any suggestion to make 
with regard to the treatment of these chronic drunks /—No. 

10593a. It is generally conceded that the present method of treating them is a 
failure so far as reform is concerned /—I do not think it really does them any good after 
they get into that condition. The same men come back time and again. I think the 
work in the jail has more effect in keeping them sober. 

By Mr. Grgault : 

10594a. Have you studied the criminal statistics of this province ?—No, not beyond 
my own jail. 

10595a. Do you know if the crime has increased or decreased in proportion to the 
population /—The commitments to jail have very much decreased within the last few 

ears. 

‘ 10596a. Do you think drunkenness has decreased also !—Judging from the sta- 
tistics of the jail, the number has decreased. Of course there may be other reasons for 
that. We consider that the work we give them now at the jail keeps many away, they 
don’t stay here. We know men who used to come to jail every now and then to be 
committed for thirty days, and after being out for a few days, they came back again. 
But since they have to work hard they have gone away from the city, we suppose ; at 
least they don’t come back to us. There are quite a number of such cases, so that the 
statistics in regard to drinking might be effected in that way. . 

10597a. Do you favour the adoption of a general prohibitory law ?—Do you mean 
just as matters stand. 

10598a. For the whole Dominion at the present time ?—No, I donot think it is 
possible to enforce it at the present time. 


By the Chairman : 


10599a. Do you object to prohibition on principle, or on that ground that it can- 
not be efficiently enforced /—On the ground that it cannot be enforced. 
10600a. Do you think that a prohibitory law not efficiently enforced would be an 
improvement on the present license system ?—I do not think it would. The tavern- 
keepers are now more or less respectable, but those who sold liquor without a license 
would not be likely to be so. 
Freprrick Mowat. 
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10601la. Do you think the reduction of licensed places in the city of Toronto has 
been an advantage ?—I do. 

10602a. I suppose other cities, towns and municipalities could, if they so desired, 
make the same reduction under the law which Toronto has done ?!—Yes. 

10603a. You have been living in Toronto for years !— Yes. 

10604a. Speaking from your general observation, do you think there is less 
drunkenness in this city now than there was a few years ago?—I do not know that I 
have seen any difference, still I cannot say that I have very good opportunities for 
observing. 


DAVID ARCHIBALD, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows:— 


By the Chairman : 


10605a. What is your position ?—I am Staff Inspector of the Toronto police force- 
-.10606a. And your duties are what /—My duties are multifarious. I have jotted 

down a few of them. I have charge of all prosecutions instituted by the Toronto 
police force against the sale of liquor illicitly, houses of ill-fame and assignation, gam- 
bling and lotteries, prize fighting, baby farming, indecent exposure, cruelty to women, 
children and animals, desecration of the Sabbath, indecency and immorality, newsboys 
and bootblacks, industrial schools for both boys and girls, and the truancy law. 

10607a. Do I understand you to say that you have charge of all the prosecutions 
against the class of offenders you have mentioned !—Yes. 

10608a. Do you attend before the Police Magistrate to give evidence and conduct 
cases against them !—Yes, and have done so for nearly eight years past. I have been 
in the Toronto police force for over twenty-eight years. I had four years experience 
in police duties in the Royal Irish Constabulary. 

10609a. That was before you came here !—Before I came here. 

10610a. Can you tell us from your experience whether drunkenness has increased 
or decreased during the period you have held this office?—I rather think it has 
decreased. 

1061la. Considerably ’—Yes, it has decreased, taking into consideration the in- 
crease in population. 

10612a. To what do you attribute the change !—I attribute it to various causes. 
In the first place, there are not so many drinking places, both licensed and unlicensed 
places have been very materially reduced. There isa more enlightened sentiment in 
favour of total abstinence, and I am satisfied that the law in reference to the liquor 
traftic has been more stringently enforced in recent years. 

10613a. Have the temperance societies contributed to the improvement ?—I think 
they have to some extent. 

10614a. And the churches !—The churches also, and the schools.. 

10615a. I notice that you mention first the reduction in the number of licenses ; 
do you think that is the primary cause of the improvement ?-—TI think it has conduced 
very materially to it. 

10616a, You spoke of unlicensed places for the sale of liquor; are there many 
such places in the city /—There are very few places where it is carried on to any 
extent. 

10617a. How many do you suppose ?—I do not think there are half a dozen where 
it can be said they make their living out of it. I am satisfied there are not. 

10618a. How do you classify the other places /—At restaurants they do a little 
business. 

10619. Do you mean places where meals are supplied?—Where meals are sup- 
plied. And there are some places where drunken people usually congregate, and 
where they will take liquor in. Some of them take it in their pockets, and it will be 
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sold in very ingenious manners. In fact, there are many subterfuges adopted to evade 
the law. The vigilance of the police and the License Inspectors has been such that they 
have to resort to these expedients in order to sell it at all; such as a man carrying a 
bottle of beer or whisky in his pocket and dealing it out ; and when the police go to 
make a search, they will only find a siall quantity in some person’s pocket. 

10620a. That they could not seize !—No, it would not be worth while seizing it. 

10621la. That would resemble pocket-peddling in the State of Maine, on the 
streets /—There is very little done on the streets here. 

10622a. Is there any liquor sold in the so-called coffee houses ?—We have had 
very little to complain of in that respect. I do not know that we have had anything. 
The penalties are very severe, and those people, unless they become very depraved and 
are prepared to commit perjury, find it very hard to carry on that business in Toronto. 

10623a. In regard to the cases that you have to deal with in the court, from what 
ciass of the community do the majority of them come ?—The class I have outlined, those 
that do it in a very covert way, and the lower class of society. 

10624a. Do you mean workingmen who simply indulge to excess occasionally ?— 
Perhaps I do not understand you. Have you reference to the class that are brought 
in for drunkenness ? 

10625a. Yes: from what class do the majority come? Are they simply habitual 
drunkards who loaf about the streets, or workingmen who occasionally give way to 
excess !—The majority of them are habitual drunkards. 

10626a. With no ostensible occupation !— Well, during certain portions of the year 
they get employment, and they almost invariably drink what they get, to the neglect of 
their children and homes. 

10627a. What class of employment do these men get !—-They work on the streets 
and sewers and on the docks—labouring men. 

10628a. Do you think that class forms the largest proportion of those you have 
to appear against /—I do not say that. I find that amongst the industrious and hard- 
working men there is not so very much drunkenness. It is amongst the class who will 
work only in order to secure money to get liquor. 

10629a. That is the class we have been speaking of. I understand that they are 
labourers who only occasionally work on the streets or the docks, and I ask if that is 
the largest class that appear at the police court !—Oh, certainly ; I think so. 

10630a. And what class ranks next to them ?—There are a considerable number 
of young men, who live perhaps upon their parents, and who are not very desirous or 
anxious to work themselves, and who go round to those places and drink. 

1063la. Do you mean licensed places ?—They go to hotels and rooms. 

10632a. What kind of rooms do you refer to?-—-There are club rooms and such 
places as they congregate in. 

10633a. What is the character of the clubs ?—Almost all grades of society get up 
clubs in order to meet together and enjoy themselve as they call it. But there are only, 
I think, about eight or ten of those places that are licensed by the government, and 
entitled to sell liquor to their members. 

10634a. Of course, we know of the Toronto club and others of similar character 
in the city ; we understand what they are ; but I thought you were referring to clubs 
simply for drinking and gambling purposes 1—If we find a club of that sort, we very 
soon break it up. 

10635a. Have you found many such in the past ?—We have found some, and we 
have seized the liquor’and secured convictions against the parties. 

10636a. Do do you think any such exist at this time in the city ?—There are 
very few existing now, I think, besides those that are licensed. 

10637a. Will you give us an idea of the character of those clubs that are licensed 
that you refer to ?—I think the clubs do a great deal of harm. I think they do much 
more harm than the hotels. 

10638a. Do you say there are eight or ten of them ?—-I do not think there are 
more than that. 

10639a. Do you include such as the Toronto club among them ?—TI class them all 
the same. I think mechanics and workingmen would have just as much right to a club. 

Davip ARCHIBALD. 
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10640a. We are not speaking of that. I want to know how many exist, and the 
standing of those that exist /—I think there are just about what I say; I do not think 
more than ten. 

10641@. Can you give us the names !—The Toronto, the Albaay, the Reform, the 
Liederbrantz, the Turn Verein, the Granite, the Victoria, the National, and several 
others that I cannot just think of. — 

10642a. Are all those clubs holding licenses?—They hold from the Government a 
charter that entitles them to sell liquor to their members ; that is, light liquors—wines 
and beers. 

10643. Do you wish us to infer that those clubs conduce to making intemperate 
people who appear in the police court /—I have not the slightest doubt about it. They 
have facilities for getting liquor there when they cannot get it in the taverns. They get 
it there on Saturday nights and Sundays. 

10644a. Shall we be correct in concluding that a considerable number of the per- 
sons who frequent the clubs that you speak of appear at the police court charged with 
drunkenness ?—Not directly, but indirectly. They acquire drinking habits in these 
clubs, and perhaps become intemperate, and the cause is indirectly traceable to the club. 

10645a. Have they then ceased to be members of those clubs ?!—I cannot say as to 
that definitely. I have very little doubt that most of those clubs would expel a man 
who had become a habitual drunkard, but I cannot say positively as to that. 

10646a. A large number of those arrested for drunkenness are now allowed to go 
in the morning without being brought before the court. Will you tell me what you 
think the eftect of that regulation has been ?—In some instances I believe it is beneficial. 

106474. But generally !—Generally I am not in favour of it. 

10648a. And your reasons ?—I think it ought to be made as uncomfortable as pos- 
sible for men who get drunk in the hope of getting off. I think if they expected a severe 
punishment the first time they were tried for being drunk, it would have a salutary 
effect upon them, instead of encouraging them with the hope of getting off on the first 
offence, and having the experience to see what it is like. I think it is most demoral- 
izing for any person who for the first or second time has to be locked up for being 
drunk in a police station. 

10649a. Do you think it would be less demoralizing if, after being locked up, he 
were to be taken before the Police Magistrate !—I do not know as it would have one 
iota’s difference. To a man who has got drunk so as to be locked up in a police cell the 
question of being kept an hour or two longer is of very little consequence. 

10650a. You think it would have a deterring effect /—For this reason: These men 
- would know there was certain punishment and exposure for them if they got drunk, 
and that, I think, would have a very salutary effect. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10651la. Do you think there are some men, then, who deliberately get drunk? 
—Men get drunk from various causes and influenced by various motives. 

10652a. You see, a man who thinks far enough ahead to say to himself: “If I 
have to come before the Police Magistrate I will not get drunk, but if I have to be 
locked up only for a few hours in a cell I will,” must get drunk from intention !—When 
a man acquires the habit of drinking, I do not know that he reasons on that line; but 
if a man has any reason in him, and he knows that if he gets drunk he will be inevit- 
ably locked up, and have to be brought before the Magistrate, and be subject to a fine, 
he will act so as to avoid the necessity of being placed in that position, knowing that if 
he has not money to pay the fine, he will have to go to jail, and his family may be 
left to starve. 

10653a. Would not the logical conclusion be that men who are fined and have to 
go to jail would abstain altogether !—No; Ido not mean that. I mean when a man 
expects to get off for getting drunk, there are a great many people who are perhaps in- 
different to the moral degradation, but who will have respect to their liberty, and 
they will not run the risk of being locked up perhaps for thirty days simply for the fun 
of it. 
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By the Chairman : 


10654a. Are you a total abstainer !— Yes, 

10655a. Do you consider that the license law is well enforced in the city at the 
present time /—I consider it reasonably well enforced. 

10656a. Are you in favour of the passage of a law prohibiting the manufacture, im- 
portation and sale for beverage purposes of intoxicants of all kinds ?—I am very strong- 
ly in favour of such a law. 

10657a. Do you think it would be more effective in the suppression of drunken- 
ness than the existing law ?—I have not the slightest doubt of it. 

10658a. Do you think it could be efficiently enforced in the present state of pub- 
lic opinion in this city ?—If the proper officials are selected and empowered to enforce 
it, I believe it could be effectively enforced. 

10659a. But you put an “if” init. You know the state of public opinion in the 
city : you know how the present law is enforced ; and I ask whether in your opinion a 
prohibitive law would be efficiently enforced in this city under present conditions /—I 
think more depends on the officials who are to enforce it than upon public sentiment. 

10660a. But we must take things as they are. You know something of the of- 
ficials and the state of public sentiment here, I am asking your opinion from that know- 
ledge?—I do not know that public opinion in Toronto would be strong enough to 
influence a man who, if I may be allowed the term, had a weak backbone. 

10661a. I was speaking of the enforcement of the law ; do you think a prohibitive 
law would be efficiently enforced under existing circumstances in Toronto, if jt were en- 
acted at the next session of Parliament ?—I believe under existing circumstances it 
could be enforced in Toronto. 

10662a. That is still not answering my question !—Well, I will explain. I say 
that with our present board of Police Commissioners, the present police staff and present 
Police Magistrate, it could be enforced. 

10663a. Would it be enforced !—I believe it would be enforced in Toronto. 

10664a@. Would you prohibit the importation of liquor for private use by a citizen ? 
—I would prohibit the importation or the manufacture of intoxicants in any form or 
shape that might be used for the purpose of demoralizing men and making them 
drunk. 

10665a. Will you kindly confine yourself to the question ; whether you would per- 
mit any of the gentlemen in this room, for instance, to import liquor for their own 
use ’—I would not. I would absolutely prohibit it. 

10666a. Would you permit the importation or manufacture for mechanical or | 
medicinal purposes !—I would place it in the drug stores. I would like to give my 
reason for prohibiting it for the purposes you named. My experience is that if liquor 
may be imported by men who may use it without its being in the slightest degree harm- — 
ful to them, the difficulty will be where to draw the line. Men would import it for im- 
proper purposes, and would perjure OMEN in order to do so. I would apply the 
same principle all around. 

10667a. Do you know any country, province or community in which the importa- 
tion, manufacture and sale of intoxicants are absolutely prohibited !—I cannot say that 
I do, except merely from hearsay ; and I am not sufficiently informed as to other coun- 
tries or communities to speak advisedly. 

10668a. From hearsay will you tell us what country you know of that is entirely 
prohibitive 7—I eannot at this moment. 

10669a. What is your impression with regard to the law in the State of Maine, 
which is the state where a prohibitory law has been longest in force, as far as we know ? 
—TI could not answer intelligently, for the simple reason I do not know to what extent 
it is enforced there. 

10670a. Do you know to what extent the law in the state of Maine prohibits /—I 
have heard that it does not prohibit home production—that is, for personal use—so long 
as it is not sold. 

10671a. Have you any opinion as to the causes which led to the repeal of the, Scott 
Act by-laws throughout the country !—I think I may answer in the affirmative. Its 
being imperfectly enforced was the main cause, as I understand it. 
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10672a. Then those in favour of the law, and the temperance people generally, failed 
to support it, owing to its not being properly enforced, you think ?}—I think want of en- 
forcement was the principal cause of its failure. But I must say here that I have 
never been in favour of the Scott Act, only as an educator. 

10673a. If it was an educator, was it a sensible thing on the part of the temperance. 
people to abandon it ?—I think the temperance people have made mistakes more than 
once. I think some of them are very extreme. They think that if they carry a pro- 
hibitory law, or a partial measure of prohibition they have done all that is required of 
them, when they are only at the commenvement of thestruggle. They did not back up 
those who would perhaps be inclined to enforce the law if they had got their support. 

10674a. Then do you think it was a mistake on the part of the advocates of tem- 
perance to allow the Scott Act by-laws to be repealed?—I do not know that it was a 
mistake. I think it was better repealed than allowed to remain a law on the Statute- 
book without being enforced. 

10675a. Would it not have been more logical to have taken steps to have it 
enforced—to have held on to the law, and have insisted on its enforcement ’—I think 
when they adopted it they should have seen to its enforcement so far as they had 
power to do so. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10676a. Have you reason to believe that the officers in those sections of Ontario, 
where this law was in force, were any less efficient than the officers of Toronto in their 
efforts to enforce the law ?—I do not wish to reflect upon them, and I can only speak 
from hearsay, as I have not been very much outside of Toronto. But from what I have 
heard, I think there were very few of them who were as well inclined to enforce the 
law as the officials here. 

10677a. Supposing the officers in the outer counties where this law was in force 
swear that they did their utmost to enforce it, but that owing to the state of public 
sentiment in the community, they found it impossible to do so, would you consider that 
they or you, who have had no experience in enforcing a law of that kind, were better 
qualified to judge whether it could be efficiently enforced or not ?—I suppose they would 
have a better right to express that opinion than I would to contradict it. 

10678a. These officers also tell us that they found it much easier to enforce and 
prosecute offences in breach of the license law and other laws against the illicit sale of 
liquor that they did the Scott Act because they had such a consensus of opinion behind 
them in favour of the enforcement of those laws!—I do not doubt but they may be 
correct in that. 

10679a. Have you had any experience in this city in compelling places for the sale 
of liquor to keep closed on election days 1—Yes. 

10680a. You have found it easy to do that, I suppose !—Yes, quite easy and most 
beneficial. 

10681la. These same officers tell us that on election days they do not find it difficult 
to keep them closed, because the consensus of the community is with them; so that do 
you think the consensus of the community has something to do with the enforcement of 
such a law as that ?—I have no doubt it has with the majority of officials. 

10682a. But you think there are officials whose sense of duty is so stern to carry 
out the law that they would do so without having public opinion behind them '—I do. 

10683a. And you have such officials in Toronto ?—Yes. 

10684a. Would I be going too far in asking if you think you are one of them !—I 
do not think you would. 

10685a. You say you have charge of the prosecution of the law against houses of 
ill-fame ?— Yes. 

10686a. And you have been looking after them for eight years !—Yes. 

10687a. With what measure of success ?—With a great deal of success. To-day 
there is not what is known as a house of ill-fame in Toronto. 

10688. Is it a fact that the attempt to suppress these places has led to the scatter- 
ing of the evil in the community ?—I do not think so. The fact is the reverse. 
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10689a. Is it a fact that there is now in Toronto, solicitation on the street ?—To a 
very limited extent. 

10690a. Is it a fact that there is now carried on in rooms in business blocks the 
same kind of thing that was formerly carried on in houses /—Not one-half or one-fourth 
as inuch as it was twenty-five years ago, when the population of Toronto was 45,000. 

10691la. Is it a fact that the women enter private houses as domestic servants and 
use that position as a vantage-ground to carry on their business ’—Very little if any. 

10692a. Then you consider that you have succeeded in suppressing the evil of 
houses of ill-fame in Toronto ?—-Yes, so far as it can be suppressed. 

10693a. How far is that 1—To the same extent that any form or phase of crime 
may be suppressed—circumscribed and reduced. 

10694a. Do you think there has been any increase in illicit intercourse in offices 
and private places ?—I think there has been a marked decrease. 

10695a. Why should there have been any of that when there were houses of ill- 
fame !—Because there were a class of men who would not risk their reputation by be- 
ing found going into houses of ill-fame, but who made assignations and secured women 
to go to their rooms. 

10696a. And you have succeeded in diminishing that ?— Most unquestionably. 

10697a. Did you hear the evidence given by the Chief of Police on that subject ?— 
I only read a short synopsis of it. (A portion of the evidence given by Henry J. 
Grasett was read.) 

10698a. Having heard the statement of the Chief of Police read to the effect that 
that kind of thing has increased in the city, you differ from him !—I do most emphatic- 
ally. Ido not say that there is none of that ; but I say there is far less than there was 
when there were fifty houses of ill-fame in the city, with an average of four women in 
each house. 

10699a. Are you troubled in this city with books of an evil tendency being sold, 
that will corrupt the morals of young people/—Yes. We are dealing effectually, I 
think, with that class of literature just now. 

10700a. What method have you adopted !—Under the Criminal Code we have ex- 
tensive powers. Exposing to public view and offering for sale makes any one liable. I 
had about a dozen cases of that kind before the court this morning. 

10701a. For selling impure books?—Impure literature. One is a publication pub- 
lished in New York called Music and Drama. It is a sort of pamphlet or magazine. 
We have found this exposed for sale in several stores, and we have had the parties 
brought into court with the view of suppressing its sale. 

10702a. Is there any system in vogue for keeping track of the books exposed for 
sale in the community ?!—No. It is only when a complaint is brought into the depart- 
ment or some member of the force notices improper publications exposed for sale in the 
windows. 

10703a. Do you cause books to be read for the purpose of finding out their char- 
acter /—-We have, but not extensively. 

10704a. Were the parties that you had before the court to-day convicted !—No, 
the case stands over. 


By the Chairman : 


10705a. Was there any prosecution of that periodical—Music and Drama—before 
to-day !—Not of that class. We have had several of other classes, 
10706a. But that particular book /—Not that particular book, to-day is the first. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10707a. You mentioned also, I think, that you had something to do with the 
truancy department /—Yes, that came into force in January of this year. 
10708a. That means that children who are truant from school are looked after ?— 
Yes. 
10709a. Do you find much truancy in the city /—Yes, considerable. 
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10710a. Are you troubled much with juvenile crime in this community ?—I think 
it has been reduced since the opening of the Industrial Schools. We have had consid- 
erable of it before, and some since. 

1071la. Speaking from your experience, do you consider the Industrial School at 
Nimico a valuable institution ?—I do. 

10712. You think the results of the detention of juveniles there is beneficial !— 
I have no doubt of it. 

10713a. To what do you attribute the juvenile criminality and the truancy that 
you have in the city !—The large majority of it to intemperance on the part of the 
parents, and also to allowing too much latitude and liberty to children on the streets. 

10714a. Do you think children are allowed on the streets too much ?—I think they 
are. 

10715a. Do you think they are allowed out at night running on the street too 
much !—I think they are. 

10716a. Speaking of intemperate habits on the part of parents being a cause of 
juvenile crime and truancy, do you believe that idleness has anything to do with pro- 
ducing intemperate habits in the parents ?—I think that intemperance is more directly 
the cause of idleness. 

10717a. Than idleness the cause of intemperance ?—Yes. 

10718a. Is that your experience in dealing with criminals ’—Yes, in the majority 
of cases. 

10719a. The governor of the jail of the County of Oxford stated to us that he had 
found three principal causes leading people to commit the offences which had made them 
prisoners in his jail, and he put them in this order: idleness, intemperance and sens- 
uality ’—I would put them in this order: intemperance, sensuality and idleness. I have 
known of instances, not a few, particularly years ago when I was out at night as visiting 
officer, of men under the influence of liquor going to houses of ill-fame—a class of men 
who I knew would not think of going or could not be induced to go when not under the 
influence of liquor. I have seen that quite a number of times. 

10720a. Did you find when there were houses of ill-fame in the city, that there was 
. generally illicit sale of liquor in those places ?—I am speaking of the time when I com- 
menced nearly eight years ago. IJ made visits to those places accompanied by different 
otiicers. I found thirty-five houses in full blast, with an average of about four women 
in each house, and I did not know a house out of the thirty-five that did not sell liquor 
illicitly. 

10721la. From your experience, would you think that billard tables and bowling 
alleys should be separated from places where liquor is sold !—TI do certainly. 

10722a. In case a law were enacted to do away with either the hotel or the saloon 
license, which do you think should be dispensed with ?—1! think the hotel is the more 
useful. The hotel is a place of accommodation, while the saloon is only a drinking place. 
By all means I would do away with the saloon. 

10723a. Have you noticed whether in the cases in which you have prosecuted for 
breaches of the license act, say for selling illicitly, selling on Saturday night or on Sun- 
day or selling to minors, you found more perjury than you found in cases of any other 
character !—Most unquestionably. I have found more perjury in connection with the 
enforcement of the liquor law than in connection with all the other laws I have to 
enforce. 

10724. Do you find that witnesses in such cases commit perjury who in other cases 
you believe are truthful ?—I cannot discriminate that far. As a rule, I look upon men 
who are engaged in the liquor traffic as more demoralized than men who may be brought 
up charged with other offences. 

10725a. I was not speaking of men in the traffic, but men who are brought in from 
outside to give evidence in the liquor cases ?—I am speaking of men in the illicit traffic. 
Do I understand you to mean private detectives ? 

10726a. Any person who may be called to give evidence who is not engaged in the 
liquor traffic. Do you find a greater lack of memory in such cases !—I find in liquor 
cases a far greater disposition to swear falsely. In fact, but for the fear that they may 
be caught for perjury, there is hardly the slightest compunction to swearing a lie. 
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10727a. How about the licensed men as to selling on Saturday night or Sunday? 
I think they observe the law fairly well. 

10728a. Is there much perjury in the cases in which they are brought up ?—There 
is not so much perjury among that class as there is among those who sell illicitly. 

10729a. Do they generally plead guilty when summoned !—I think they generally 
do. 

10730a. Have you many people up for selling on Saturday night !—Very few—that 
is, of the licensed people. I think we had only ten cases, all told, last year in the city 
of Toronto. 

10731a, Many cases of sale to minors !—Not many. 

10732a. Any of sale to Indians /—None. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10733a. Regarding the treatment of chronic drunks, committing them for terms 
of twenty, thirty or sixty days, what have you to say about it as a method of reform !— 
I do not approve of it. 

10734a. What would you do ?—I would have them incarcerated for a longer period, 
and furnish them with work and compel them to do it, and if they would offend a second 
time, I would double up the term, and I would have the proceeds of their work go to 
support their families. 

10735a. Would you have them treated as people suffering from disease ?—Well, I 
think the keeping of them away from liquor, would be the best treatment they could 
get. There may be some other treatment that would be helpful, but I have not very 
much faith in it. 

-10736a. Would you favour the establishment of sanitariums or hospitals for the 
special treatment of chronic inebriates, and where they would be compelled to work ?— 
There is no doubt that would be helpful, but I have known some who professed to be 
completely cured, who have gone back to the old habits after weeks or months. 

10737a. I think I understood you to say that the moral effect of having a law on 
the Statute-book flagrantly violated, is very bad ?—Yes, better not have it there 
at-all. 

10738a. Do you think that had anything to do with the repeal of the Scott Act— 
that the people felt that the Act was flagrantly violated, and that it had better be 
repealed !—My experience of over thirty years in dealing with that class of offenders, 
and with the liquor traffic, is this, that whilst the liquor is to be had, a certain class of 
people will have it, and I am not in favour of any partial measure at all. 

10739a. In order to get the best possible results I understand you would prohibit 
the importation for private domestic use /—Yes. 

10740a. But you do not know of any place where there is such a law ?/—No, not 
except from hearsay. 

10741a. Under a prohibitory law would you prohibit farmers making wine, cider 
or beer for their own use out of their grapes, apples or barley?—I would have no half 
measures. I would leave no loophole or opportunity to any person to become demoralized 
by liquor under any form. 

10742a. You would prohibit farmers making wine out of grapes, cider or apples ? 
—I would if it was intoxicating and likely to lead to drunkenness. 

10743a. Hard cider and wine made from grapes are intoxicating ; would you pro- 
hibit their manufacture /—I would. If farmers’ sons use it at home, they will indulge 
in it when they come here ; the demoralizing effect is started at home. 

10744a. Do you remember when the Dunkin Act was in force in the County of 
York ?— Yes. 

10745a. What was the condition of things there !—I cannot say much for that. 

10746a. Do you remember how matters were on the outskirts of the city ?—I think 
it was very imperfectly enforced, and was of little or no use. 

10747a. I think you said the Scott Act was an educator. What kind of an 
educator was it?—I have always held that it had educated to this extent. It had 
clearly demonstrated the insufficiency of any partial measure of prohibition, and shows 
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the absolute necessity of total prohibition ; and only to that extent would I ever 
support it. 

10748a. You would support the Act in order to lead people to believe that it could 
not be satisfactorily operated !—My experience is that whilst liquor can be obtained, 
surreptitiously or otherwise, it will be obtained by those who want it. 

. 10749a. In the event of a Dominion prohibitory law being passed, would it be 
possible fairly well to enforce the provisions of that law, in view of our extended frontier, 
and the facilities which exist along the coasts and along the shores of the lakes for the 
importation of liquor ?—I do not see why it could not be enforced as well as the customs 
law preventing goods coming in without paying duty. I do not think there is very much 
smuggling in goods carried on, 


By the Chairman: 


10750a. There is a good deal of it sometimes. You have no doubt heard of some 
cases within the last year !—I cannot say that I have ; but I would expect of course that 
people would be more desirous of smuggling liquor in than goods. 

10751la. If there were absolute prohibition, would you expect to find very much 
smuggling along the United States frontier and along the seacoasts of the Dominion ?— 
I would expect that the authorities would employ a sufficient force to prevent it. 

10752a. Would you expect that there would be a good deal of smuggling ?—I have 
no doubt there would be a class of people who would like to smuggle it in. 

10753a. Do you think there would be much of it ?—If a measure were enacted 
with penalties that would be deterrent. I do not think they would be much inclined 
to smuggle, 

10754a. Then you think you would prevent smuggling by severe penalties !—I 
think so. At all events, I would make it hard for them to do wrong. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10755a. The Government have an interest in putting a stop to the smuggling of 
goods on which duties are imposed. If there were no duty on liquor, what interest 
would they have to keep liquor out ?---They ought to have the same interest as they 
have to inforce any other law of the Dominion. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10756a. Have you heard of the North-west Mounted Police Force ?-— Yes. 

10757a. Do you consider it an efficient force ?—I would not like to say as to that. 

10758a. You would not like to say, then, whether the measure of success that 
force had in enforcing the prohibitory law in the North-west Territories might be taken 
as an indication of the success in enforcing a Dominion prohibitory law ?—I understand 
that the permit system was in force so much that it destroyed the effect of the prohi- 
bition. 

10759a. You say you know nothing of that force personally ?—No. 

10760a. And you are not able to say whether that force did its duty so effectually 
that if the traffic were capable of being put an end to anywhere, it could be put an end 
to in those Territories !—I would not go that far. The territory was very large, and 
the people were not unanimous. 

10761a. If you could possibly give us the names of the countries you have heard 
of in which this total prohibition exists, we would be glad to get them ?—I said I did 
not know of any such place ; I had no recollection of any place. 

10762a. Then you have never heard of any country in which there is such a law as 
you favour for Canada ?—I do not think I have. 


By the Chairman : 


10763a. You have no personal knowledge of any such country ?—No. 
10764a. And you have no knowledge from hearsay /—No, I have not. I may 


have heard of it. 
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10765a. Then, if you were understood as answering definitely that you had heard 
of any countries in which there was such prohibition you would wish to correct that ?— 
Yes; I did not mean that. I simply meant that I may have heard of some, but 
T had no recollection of it. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10766a. Do you believe Canada is prepared at the present time for the enactment 
of a prohibitory law such as you desire, that is, total prohibition of importation or 
manufacture even for domestic use, and preventing the farmer making wine and cider 
for his own use ?—I think so. 

10767a. Do you think experience of any other community that has tried a prohi- 
bitory law in not going so far might be taken as an indication of how far we could go? 
—TI could not give an opinion, because I do not know the extent to which they have 
endeavoured to enforce it. 

10768a. I suppose you have heard of General Neal Dow!—Yes, I have seen him—- 
the so-called father of the Maine law. 

10769a. General Neal Dow was examined before this Commission in Montreal, and 
this is what he said :— 


How is liquor looked after in ths State ?—-It can be purchased, but not offered for sale. If any 
is offered for sale, it is of course liable to be seized. 

So the law does not prohibit the importation of liquor for beverage purposes by families ?—Not 
for private use. The law is against the sale and the keeping for sale and the illegal prescription. 

Has any attempt been made during the last forty years to take away from the people of Maine 
that privilege they now enjoy ?—-No. 

Would you favour an amendment of that kind?—No. The people are not prepared for it. 

What do you understand by the term prohibition ?—We understand by the term prohibition 
that drinking shops are forbidden, that saloons are forbidden, and the sale of liquor for beverage 
purposes is forbidden and so on. 

Is there any restriction under your definition of the term to be placed in the way of people 
purchasing liquor for beverage purposes and bringing it in for domestic use ?—No. 

You do not favour legislation that would stop that ?—No, because public opinion is not prepared 
for it. In countries like ours and England and Canada public opinion must always be consulted. No 
matter how important a measure it may be, it would be unwise to attempt it very much in advance 
of public opinion. The law is educational. 

Are we to understand then, that the prohibition you advocate is a prohibition of the sale 7—Yes, 
and keeping for sale. 

But not prohibition for domestic purposes ?—Not prohibition for domestic use. 

You draw a line between the two ?—Yes. 


10770a. After hearing that testimony given by the so-called father of the Maine 
law after forty years experience of it, do you think Canada is prepared for the sweeping 
measure you propose !—I do not know that there would be a majority in favour of it. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10771la. But you propose that sweeping measure because you believe in no compro- 
mise at all with the trattic !—Yes, I would certainly be in favour of all I have suggested. 

10772a, Is it not because you believe it is the only effective pr ohibition It is 
partly because I know that would be the only effective prohibition. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10773a. In case the farmer were permitted to make wine and cider for himself out 
of his own grapes and apples, how could you reasonably prevent the man in the city buying 
grapes or apples and making wine or cider at his own house ?—He would certainly have 
as good a right to do it as the farmer. 

10774a. They would have to be put on the same footing ?— Yes. 

10775a. That being your position do you believe Canada is prepared for such a law 
as that /—I do not know that a majority of the people would be in favour of such a 
sweeping law. 

10776a. I ask you again, do you know, or have you heard of, any country in which 
such a law exists!—I cannot say that I do. 
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By Mr. Clarke : 


10777a. General Neal Dow in his testimony states that in 1884 the question of 
making the prohibitory law a part of the constitution of the State was submitted to the 
popular vote, and the amendment was carried by a majority of two to one. Yet there 
has been no appreciable improvement since then in the way the law is observed in the 
cities and towns of the State ; and that is a much milder measure than the one you ad- 
vocate !—They have a different element to deal with from what we have. 

10778a. And yet, after forty years experience, a man like General Neal Dow has 
not made up his mind that the law should be made any more prohibitive !—I suppose he 
is Justified in drawing this conclusion from the experience he has had. 

10779a. The only experience we have had in Canada of a prohibitory law was that 
of the Province of New Brunswick forty-five years ago, when the legislature was in- 
duced to passsuch a law in response to an immense number of petitions that were presented 
and yet in less than a year it was repealed because the results were found to be so dis- 
astrous !—I suppose that was the result of politics. 

10780a. No, there was not the slightest trace of politics in it ?—I understood that 
parties opposed to prohibition changed their politics in order to turn the Government 
out of office. 

Mr. CLARKE.—There is not the shghtest ground for that statement. 

Jupce McDONALD.—The state of the facts in this. When the House went to the 
country, only two out of forty-one who were returned favoured the prohibitory law, 
leaving thirty-nine opposed to it ; but on politics the House stood twenty-one to twenty, 
So that in a short time the Government that had passed the prohibitory law and had 
been turned out of office came back again, but never again attempted to put a prohibi- 
tory law in force. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


1078la. Have you kept any record of the nationalities of the juveniles that have 
been passing through your hands ?—-I think they are all in the annual report of the 
Chief of Police. 

10782a. What has been your experience of the juveniles that have been brought 
out from the old country under auspices of various organizations and societies /—The 
boys have compared favourably with Canadians. ‘The girls have not. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10783a. Taking the total number of boys that have been brought out under the 
auspices of such societies as those of Dr. Barnardo, Miss Fry and others, and the pro- 
portion that have gone astray, and the number of Canadian boys and the proportion that 
have gone astray, which would be the greater ?—I do not think there would be much 
difference, if any, in the boys. 


By Mr. Grgault : , 


10784a, Do you think the fact of allowing liquors to be sold for medicinal purposes 
would lead to fraud, and to their being sold for beverage purposes !—I am afraid it 
would. My experience is that a great deal of liquor is sold in that way, under cover of 
medical prescriptions. 

10785a. Still, you would allow the sale of liquor for medicinal purposes under a 
prohibitory law ?—On the same principle as I would allow any other poison to be sold, 
not otherwise. 
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Rev. WILLIAM FRIZZELL, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chairman : 


10786a. What is the name of your church ?—Leslieville Presbyterian Church. 

10787a, A Canadian Presbyterian Church ’!—Yes. It is on the corner of Carlaw 
and Queen Streets in this city. 

10788a. Have you a large congregation !— We have two hundred and sixty members, 
with a great deal larger congregation. 

10789a. Have you been long in the city /—Eleven years—six years as pastor of the 
church. I was at Knox College here a good many years before that. 

10790a. Have you taken a very active part in temperance work in the city /—Yes, 
both in the Presbytery and in connection with the Dominion Alliance, and in my own 
congregation. 

10791a. Are you a member of the Dominion Alliance ?— Yes. 

10792a. Do you hold any office ?—I am a member of the Executive of the Alliance, 
and I am the convener of the Synod’s Committee on Temperance in the Canada Pres- 
byterian Church. 

10793a. Have you noticed particularly whether drunkenness has increased or 
decreased in the city during the past few years?—Yes. So far as my observation goes, 
I think it is diminishing gradually. 

107940. You think there is less intemperance to-day then there was ten or fifteen 
years ago ?—That is my impression. 

10795a. Do you think the decrease is considerable or extensive ?—Of course, I am 
not able to speak so definitely on that point as the Inspector ; but I think it is consider- 
able, so far as my observation goes. 

10796a. To what influences do you attribute the change /—To various. I think 
the churches have had a good deal to do with the promotion of temperance sentiment; 
and perhaps the temperance societies in the city and the deliverance of church courts, as 
well as the diminution of the number of licenses in Toronto, and I think perhaps the 
better enforcement of the liquor law. I think all these have conspired to produce less 
drunkenness. 

10797a. Do you think there has been a better enforcement of the law throughout 
the whole Province, or are you speaking of Toronto ?—Of Toronto more particularly. 

10798a. Do you give any preponderance to any one of theseinfluences !—Of course, 
I might be a little partial to the church. 

10799a. We believe you would be entirely impartial /—I could hardly say just to 
which one more than another. I think the diminution of the number of licenses in 
Toronto certainly deserves credit for the reduction of drinking, and I think the churches 
have conspired to reduce it also by creating a sound temperance sentiment. 

10800a. Is there anything standing in the way, except public sentiment, to pre- 
vent other places adopting the same methods as Toronto has adopted ?—Another thing 
would stand in the way, perhaps—the lack of proper officials to enforce the law. 

10801la. If there was a strong public sentiment, they would take care to have the 
right officials, would they not !—All officials are not appointed by the community. Some 
are appointed by the Government. A great deal might depend on that. 

10802a. To what particular class of officials do you refer ?—For instance, the 
License Commissioners and the Inspector. A great deal depends on the character of the 
Inspector as to how the law is enforced. 

10803a, The Inspector is appointed by the Government ’—Yes. 

10804a. The Commissioners also are appointed by the Government !/— Yes. 

10805a. Has local public opinion nothing to do with their selection ?—I think 
politics have rather more to do with the selection of the Commissioners. 

10806a. Have"the Commissioners and the Inspector anything to do with determin- 
ing the number of licenses to be issued ?—Yes, they have something to do with locating 
the licenses. I think that in Toronto the City Council has also something to do with 
the number of licenses to be issued from time to time. 
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10807¢. Have not the councils of the different municipalities the right to determine 
how many licenses shall be issued under the law ?—I am not sure how that i is. 

10808. It is so; and that being so, the responsibility for the number of licenses 
issued must rest with the municipal councils, must it not !—That is the case in Toronto, 
I understand, and Iam speaking more particularly about Toronto. But the Commis- 
sioners have to do with the locating of the licenses. 

10809a. That is, they determine who shall get them !—Yes ; and the Inspector has 
to do with the enforcement of the law. 

10810a. And the locality of the licensed house?—Yes, and the character of the 
house. 

108lla@. I understand that you prefer a prohibitive system to the present one ?— 
Yes; 

10812a. What measure of prohibition do you consider to be desirable ?—Total pro- 
hibition is the phrase we generally adopt in our church courts. 

10813a. Do you go so far as to desire to prohibit the individual from importing or hay- 
ing in his possession liquor for his own use for beverage purposes!— Yes, on the ground that 
if we grant an individual right, it would be almost impossible to insist on a state right. 

10814a. Do you consider that it is any infringement on the individual right of the 
subject !-_No, if it is in the interest of the state. J think that individual rights must 
be subordinate to the interest of the state. 

10815a. Do you go so far as to advocate a measure which shall prescribe to a man 
what he shall drink or not drink /—On the same principle that the law prescribes what 
kind of a poison a man shall take, if any. 

10816as It prohibits him from taking poison to destroy his life /—On the same 
ground I would prohibit him from taking alcohol so as to prevent him destroying his 
moral life. 

10817a. Do you know of any community where such a law exists or has existed ? 
—Of course, I have heard of them and read of them. The only place I have had much 
experience of is the State of Kansas. I have never been in the State of Maine, but I 
have heard a little of it, and of some of the other places where prohibition is in force. 

1081&a@. Is the prohibition existing there the extent of the prohibition you advo- 
cate /—From the evidence I have heard this afternoon I observe that the prohibition in 
these places is not quite so stringent perhaps as I would be in favour of, on the ground 
that I fear that if we grant permission to individuals to use it for beverage purposes, it 
will be a difficult thing to enforce a prohibitory law. 

10819a. I was anxious to know if we could find evidence anywhere of experience 
of such a law, but I have not been able to ascertain that any such a law has been in 
force in any community !—Two years ago I was through most of the counties of the 
State of Kansas, and J made inquiries in different places as to the enforcement of the 
law, and I did not observe a drunken man all the time I was there, and I discovered 
that it was almost impossible for a stranger to get a glass except in a cellar or an attic. 

10820a. Did you understand whenin the State of Kansas that a citizen cannot import 
or haye in his possession any liquor for his own use ?—I presume it is the same as in 
Maine in that respect. 

10821a. In the State of Maine there is no prohibition of the citizen having or 
importing for his own use whatever liquor he thinks necessary ; that is a matter under 
the jurisdiction of the Federal Government. Then, you really do not know of any 
community in which such a law is in force as that which you think ought to be enacted 
in Canada ?—Those are the only communities I know of. 

10822a. Do you think that with such a law in existence you would have a good 
deal of smuggling along the frontier and through the ports of the Dominion !—I pre- 
sume there would be a certain amount. I fancy some would attempt smuggling along 
the borders ; but that could be controlled, I should think, by faithful officials. 

10823a. At present, of course, the Government derives a large revenue from the 
traffic, and part of that is expended in looking after it and preventing smuggling, yet 
we know that there is a good deal of smuggling. Now, if there were no liquor sold in 
Canada, would it not be an easy matter for citizens living on the frontier to get it 
across from the United States ’—I think it could be prevented to a great extent. 


654 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


10824a. Would not the inducement to smuggle be greater than it is now, when it 
can be purchased or manufactured at home ?’—The inducement might be greater, and 
we would therefore require more vigilance to prevent it. 

10825a. You think a larger preventive force would be required ?—I think it is 
possible there would need to be more vigilance along the lines than there is at the pre- 
sent time. 

10826a. How would you have the sale of the liquor required for medicinal or 
mechanical purposes regulated? How would you have the sale made, and through 
what channel ?—Under Government control. I think the Government should control 
the manufacture and the sale in that case. 

10827a. They might import as well as manufacture ; you mean them to control the 
importation as well as manufacture !—Yes. 

10828a. And you would have the vending done by Government officials /—Yes, 
salaried officials. I think that would be the safer course to pursue. 

10829a. Are you in a position to say that that is the character of the legislation 
which the Dominion Alliance is seeking to have enacted ?—Yes, as I understand the 
constitution of the Alliance, and also the kind of law our church would like to see 
enacted. 

10830a. Do you think public opinion is ripe for a measure of that kind ?—Yes. 

10831a. Do you think the community would vote in favour of such a measure to- 
morrow /—Yes, I am quite satisfied of that. _ 

10832a. Are you speaking of the whole Dominion /—I am speaking of the Province 
of Ontario just now. 

10833a. You think Ontario is ready to vote for a measure of that kind ?—Yes, I 
think so. 

10834a. Have you formed any conclusion as to the views of the inhabitants of the 
other provinces !/—I have not given so much attention to that, as the matter has not 
come before us quite so definitely as the question of Ontario. 

10835a. Do you think the people of Quebec would vote for such a measure ?—I 
have before me the report of our church on temperance. Questions were sent out to all 
congregations in all the provinces, and we have a summary of the answers in our report, 
and it is to the effect that ninety-five per cent of all the congregations within the 
boundaries of our church in all the provinces are in favour of prohibition. 

10836a. Will you give me the percentage in the Province of Quebec ?—It does not 
give the provinces separately—just the whole Dominion. 

10837a. Can you give me the percentage of the members of your church to the 
whole population within the Province of Quebec !—-I cannot. 

10838a. It must be small, comparatively, in a province that is mostly Catholic !— 
Yes, of course it is. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10839a. Is that ninety-five per cent of the churches or of the members ?—The 
questions are sent to the sessions, and they report on behalf of the congregations. The 
question sent out last year, for instance, was: “ Do you favour the enactment of a pro- 
hibitory liquor law at an early date? Please give your reasons for your answer.” The 
answers came in, and the result was that ninety-five per cent of our sessions favoured a 
prohibitory law at an early date. 


By the Chairman : 


10840a. You cannot separate the numbers for the different provinces 1—No. 

10841la. Can you tell us the number of adherents of your church ?—I cannot. 

10842a. Can you tell us the proportion they bear to the total population of the 
Dominion of Canada?—I cannot at this moment. I could if I had the minutes of the 
Assembly before me. 

10843a. Was any definition of the kind of prohibitory law which was desired given 
to the churches when you sent out that circular ?—In nearly all cases it refers to the 
importation, manufacture and sale. 
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10844a. Can you tell me if any definition of the “ prohibitory law ” was sent to the 
churches on this occasion? You merely speak of a prohibitory law, but there are a 
great many varieties of prohibitory law !—Our church favours that kind of a prohibitory 
law—prohibition of importation, manufacture and sale. 

10845a. Total !—Total prohibition. 

10846a. Do you think the churches understood that perfectly well when they replied 
to your question !—Yes, that is my impression. Of course, individual members of the 
church may vary ; but I am speaking of the church as a whole—the General Assembly. 

10847a. Would the replies mean more than that the members of your church were 
prepared for such a measure !—No, we were simply trying to feel the pulse of our own 
cburch on that question. 

10848a. Are you at all familiar with the manner in which the law has been enforced 
in the State of Maine ?—-Not very familiar, apart from reading occasionally and hearing 
addresses on the subject ; but I have not investigated the matter particularly. 

10849a. Are you under the impression that it has been efficient, and has answered 
its purpose in the State of Maine ?—-My impression from my reading and from what I 
have heard is that it is a great improvement on the license law, but that there is per- 
haps room for still greater improvement. 

10850a. The law of the State of Maine has been on the Statute-book over forty 
years, and the amendments made to it since it was enacted have been variously stated to 
have been from forty to sixty, and they have been aimost invariably those asked for by 
the supporters of the law. They have had all that time to improve it and make it effi- 
cient, and would it not be natural to conclude that it ought now to be as nearly perfect 
as it is possible to make a law of that kind ?—But I think there are imperfections in the 
law. I think if they adopted my kind of prohibition, it would be much more perfect 
than it is to-day. 

10851la. In what respect do you think that such a law as exists in the State of Maine 
is better than a license s»svem /—In that it reduces the quantity of liquors, and crowds 
the treating system into a corner. 

10852a. Have you ever seen any statistics of the consumption of liquor in the State 
of Maine !—No, I have not examined the figures. 


By Mr. Clarke : 


10853a. How do you know that the Maine law reduces the consumption of liquors ? 
—Suimply from reports. 

10854a. But there are no reports or statistics on that subject ?—Simply magazine 
articles and newspaper articles. 

10855a. Would you expect the law of the State of Maine to reduce the number of 
cases of drunkenness that come before the police courts in the cities and towns !—I can 
understand how difficult it is to enforce a law of that kind when all around the license 
system isin existence. It is simply a local option law. If there were prohibition in the 
whole of the United States, it would be a very different thing. Therefore, I would not 
be astonished if there is a good deal of illicit drinking and even selling in the State of 
Maine under the circumstances. 

10856a. Do you hope to see a prohibitory measure enacted for the whole United 
States ’—I would like to see it. 

10857. Have you any hope that it is likely to be enacted in this generation ?—I 
hope for it in time ; I do not know how soon. It may be a good while. 

10858a. If that is a reason why the law fails in the State of Maine, would it not 
also apply to the position Canada occupies with reference to the United States /—There 
is this difference, of course; we are different nationalities, and I think perhaps it would 
not be quite a parallel case. 

10859a. But you think the contiguity of states where liquor is manufactured and 
sold has a great effect in the State of Maine. Would we not have that difficulty to con- 
tend with in Canada all along the United States frontier ?-—I think it would be a diffi- 
culty, and would require increased vigilance along our frontier to prevent it. 

10860a. Would you expect that the Maine law would have reduced the cases of 
drunkenness before the police courts in such places as Portland, Bangor and Lewiston ? 
—WNot if they allow liquor to come across the state lines without very much hindrance. 
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1086la. Then, would it be proper to say that the Maine liquor law has been more: 
effective in promoting temperance in the State of Maine than the license law has been 
in Canada ?’—That depends on the facts of the case. I am not quite aware how the 
facts stand. 

10862a. I am taking your own statement of the case. You say you think there 
might be as much drunkenness, owing to the fact that the law permits importation. If 
that is the law, and there is as much drunkenness, in what respect is the Maine law an 
advantage over the license system !—If it has reduced drinking, it is an advantage. I 
am not in a position to say it has, but if it has, it is better than the license system. 

10863a. Would you expect to find less drunkenness in the State of Maine than 
there is in Canada under the license law !—I would not expect it if the law were not 
enforced properly. 

10864a. But you know what the law is?—Sometimes the law is on the Statute- 
book, and is simply a dead letter ; and if the law in Maine is a dead letter, I would not 
expect any improvement. It depends a great deal on how it is enforced. 

10865a. If it is a dead letter, then the law cannot be said to have worked an 
improvement in the State of Maine, as compared with the license system ?—No ; not if 
it is a dead letter. 

10866a. I wanted to get at the point: you made the statement that you thought 
the Maine law was an improvement over the license system ?—Yes; with the under- 
standing that it would be effectively enforced. I am not prepared to say that it is 
properly enforced in the State of Maine. 

10867a. I suppose the question whether it is well enforced or not, depends very 
much on the will of the people !—Yes ; on the officials. 

10868. The officials are the agents of the people, and they have had the law in 
existence for forty years in the State of Maine. Now, I find that in the city of Portland, 
which has a population of about 37,000, the number of arrests for drunkenness in the 
year 1892 was 23°12 per thousand of the population, and I think that is the lowest per- 
centage in the whole list from about 1880. In the same year, in the city of Toronto, 
the arrests for drunkenness were 10 per thousand. Would these figures indicate that 
the Maine prohibitive system was better than the license system in the city of Toronto ? 
—-On the surface, of course, it would be a slight indication ; but a great deal would 
depend on how the officials had discharged their duty. Some officials may be very strict 
in arresting drunken men on the street. 

10869a. This Commission have made fairly exhaustive inquiries on that subject, 
and they find that the system prevailing in the two places regarding arrests and allow- 
ing people to go who are arrested without putting them before the courts, is very much 
the same. Have you given any attention to the question of the revenue derived from 
the traffic, or shall I be correct in concluding that you consider it wrong for the Govern- 
ment of the country to derive any revenue from it?—That is my view. 

10870a. Have you given any consideration to the question of the manner in which 
the revenue which would undoubtedly be taken away from the Dominion, the provinces 
and the municipalities, if we had a prohibitive measure of the character you advocate, 
could be raised!—I think statistics pretty clearly show that the amount of money 
expended in support of our public institutions, partly as the result of the traffic, would 
more than compensate for the revenue derived from the traffie. I think that is pretty 
clearly demonstrated. 

10871a. Have you any statistics showing that ?—I have not here. 


By the Charman : 


10872a. Can you tell us the amount expended by the Dominion, the provinces and 
the municipalities in connection with crime resulting from the liquor traffic /—I 
have not charged myself with the figures, but I have them. 

10873a. Can you say that the total expenditure for prisons, jails and _peni- 
tentiaries, amounts to more than two millions a year for the whole Domininion ?—I 
should not like to venture an assertion in regard to that, because I have not the figures 
at my finger ends. 
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10874a. Will you tell us the class of expenditures that you think would be 
reduced ?—I think, for example, that the police staff could be very much reduced. I 
think the officials in the asylums would be very much reduced, and the officials in con- 
nection with our reformatories, such as those at Penetanguishene and Mimico. The 
cost of maintaining buildings would be very much less. Looking over the figures, of 
course we can see how much more drink costs the community than bread and clothing 
and all other necessaries of life put together. I cannot give all the figures, but I think 
a careful comparison of the figures will show that there would be a saving that would 
more than compensate the Government for any loss of revenue from the drink traffic. 
10875a. I had reference to the revenues derived by the Governments of the Dominion, 
the provinces and the municipalities—not of the expenditure of the community upon 
drink. The government of the country has to be carried on, and revenue has to be 
provided for that purpose; and the important question is how some eight millions of 
dollars or more which is collected by the Dominion, the provinces and the municipalities 
is to be provided if you wipe out the revenue to that amount now derived from the 
liquor traftic. If the total expenditure on jails, penitentiaries and institutions of 
that kind amounts in the aggregate to three millions or so, the difficulty is to ascertain 
how much of that would be saved ; but it is quite clear that you could not replace the 
loss of eight million of revenue from that ?—Yes, if that is the amount. 
10876a. I do not wish to state $3,000,000 as the exact amount ; I merely name it 
to illustrate the situation. Now, is it possible, by reduction of expenditure, to save 
any great proportion of the $8,000,000 derived from the traffic ?—My impression is that 
there can be enough saved to compensate the Government for loss of revenue, else all 
the books I have read on the subject and all the statements I have heard made by 
temperance men are false, and I would require to investigate the matter myself in 
‘order to give a conscientious opinion on that subject. 
10877a. You spoke of a reduction in the cost of maintenance of buildings. 
Would it follow that there would he a reduction in the cost of maintenance of jails 
if the number of prisoners sent there were reduced? Would the buildings not lave to 
be kept up?—As we have the buildings now, they would have of course to be main- 
tained for some time ; but I would hope after a little time that most of these buildings 
could be converted into factories. 
10878a. Take our police courts; there is a great amount of business coming before 
the police courts that does not arise out of the liquor traffic in any way—a great deal 
of civil business relating to the affairs of the corporations ; so that these courts would 
have to be maintained. Do you suppose that any considerable number of the judges 
could be dispensed with /—I think a good many of the officials. I think we could do 
with one Police Magistrate, at any rate. 
Mr. Crarke—That would be a saving of $700 a year to Toronto. 


By the Chairman: 


10879a. Have you determined in your own mind that any considerable reduction in 
the number of police in this city could be or would be brought about ?—I am convinced 
of that. 

10880a. To what extent; Have you formed any idea ?—I would not like to ven- 
ture a proportion, but I am satisfied that there would be a large reduction, from the 
fact that my observation leads me to infer that a great deal of the work of the police 
is in connection with the traffic. 

10881a. On the other hand would a large force be required to look after the en- 
forcement of the prohibitory law all along the frontier to prevent smuggling and 
throughout the country to prevent sale !—Along the frontier perhaps a larger force 
would be needed, but I think not throughout the country generally. Provided they 
were the right kind of men, I think we would not require so many. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10882. I suppose as a minister moving among people you have been able to see 
whether any large amount of suffering or misery results from intemperance /— Yes. 
QI—424*% 
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108830. What is your experience in that respect ?—It was witnessing so much 
misery and suffering as a result of intemperance that first led me to sympathize with the 
temperance movement and with prohibition. 

10884a. I suppose from mothers and daughters and wives that clergymen hear a 
good deal that other people do not hear about town !—Yes. 

10885a. You spoke of having yourself visited the State of Kansas ?—Yes. 

10886a. In what places were you ?— Kansas City, Topeka, Wichita and across the 
southern boundary. 

10887. Were you in Leavenworth !—No. 

10888a. What state of things did you find in Wichita ?—There was no evidence of 
drinking, so far as I could see ; and on inquiry I found that it was very difficult for a 
stranger to get drink unless he knew the signs. 

10889a. How long ago were you at Wichita?—Two years ago this summer. 

10890a. I suppose you could hardly say that liquor is not sold in Wichita 7—No, T 
would not like to say that. 

10891. How about Kansas City, Kansas 1—I think the same state of things pre- 
vails there to a certain extent. 

10892a. Were you not able to find any place of open sale in Kansas City, Kansas? 
—No. 

10893a. Did you notice any open places for gambling in Kansas City, Kansas ?— 
No, I did not observe any. 

10894a. Did you obtain any information from public officials as to the state of 
things there ?—I made some inquiries from the secretary of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association. 

10895a. What did he think ?—That was his impression. 

10896a. Did you get this impression in Kansas City, Kansas, that under the system ; 
prevailing there the keepers of a large number of places where intoxicating liquors 
are sold, pay a fine once a month of fifty dollars each !—No, I did not get that informa- 
tion. 

10897a. Did you learn that from forty to fifty thousand dollars a year was paid 
into the city treasury by the liquor traffic in the form of monthly fines 1—No, I did not 
learn that. 

10898a. Did you see the Mayor of the city !—No, I was only travelling through the 
State, and simply made inquiries for my information. 

10899. Were you at Salina ?/—No, I was not. 

10900a. If such a prohibitory law as you desire were in force, would you permit 
farmers to make cider from their apples and wine from their grapes, for their own use, 
or would you wish the enactment to be so sweeping as to prevent that ?—Of course, it 
would seem a little like interference with individual rights ; but if, as the Inspector said 
this afternoon, it prepares the young men to come to the city to visit other places, I 
think the interest of the state would demand even prohibition of that. If the interest 
of the state demands it, I say yes. 

10901la. Perhaps you have not considered that question before as one of the direct 
issues connected with prvhibition /—I do not look on that issue as a very important 
one. 

10902a. Have you visited the County of Essex !—No. 

10903a. Do you know that there is a large number of farmers there, and the num- 
ber increasing every year, who are making wine out of their own grapes ?—I do not 
know to what extent. Then I think it would be worth while to prohibit it. 

10904a. In case a prohibitory law were enacted preventing manufacture, importa- 
tion and sale ; and that kind of thing were permitted, would you not expect a large in- 
crease of private manufacture !—Perhaps there would be. If I should fear that, then I 
would prohibit that also. 

10905a. And in order to do that, you would have such a staff of officers as would 
be necessary ?—The same staff, I presume, would do for all. 

10906a. In order to obtain the benefits which you believe would follow from a 
complete prohibitory law efficiently enforced, would you, if necessary, be willing to sub- 
mit to direct taxation /—Yes, I think I would. 
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10907a.—I understand you to say that you think the paying power of the people 
would be greater under a prohibitory law !—Yes, that they would spend on bread and 
beef and other necessaries what is now spent on intoxicating liquors. 


By Mr. Clarke: 


10908a. You have heard the statement that in Kansas there is a system by which 
the liquor traflic is virtually licensed by the imposition of monthly fines under a prohi- 
bitory law. Would you consider that an improvement on the system we have under 
the license Jaw ?—No, I would not. That is local option, and I am not in favour of a 
local option law, but a prohibitory law. 

10909a. You say that the General Assembly sent out a circular on the question 
of prohibition ; will you read the question that was asked !—Do you favour the enact- 
ment of a prohibitory liquor law at an early date? 

10910a. What does that mean—‘“‘at an early date?’ Did you ever ask your people 
if they were prepared now for a prohibitory law? What do you mean by that phrase ? 
—s soon as, in the interests of both church and state, the law could be brought into 
operation. 

1091la. Would it not be better from your standpoint to bring the law into opera- 
tion at once ?—It might not be possible. 

10912a. Is it possible to bring it in now?—I think there are certain things that 
would require to be considered and adjusted. 

10913a. What are those things !—For example, we would require to find out what 
change it would make in the revenue. 

109140. That is what we are asking you about, and you are satisfied on that point, 
are you not /—Yes. 

10915a. What other things would you have to take into consideration ?—To what 
extent we could reduce the police force. 

10916. You are clear as to that too ?—-Not as to the number. Iam clear that a 
reduction would take place, but whether it would be one-half or two-thirds I am not 
clear just now. 

10917a. Would that be a barrier to having the law in force ?—I think these things 
should be considered and adjusted. 

10918a. Would it not have been well for the Assembly to have considered these 
things first, and having placed all the facts before the different sessions, have asked 
their opinion then—because I understand that you are giving me these explanations 
of what you mean by “an early date ”?—The General Assembly just wanted to find out 
what the feelings of the church were on the matter. 

10919a. Do you think you are representing the general view of the Canada Pres- 
byterian church in giving these explanations of the meaning to be attached to these 
words !—Yes. I think the church would act intelligently in the matter. 

10920a. Have you made inquiries or obtained statistics as to the reduction that 
could be made in the accommodation in the asylums of the province or the Dominion ?— 
I have not charged my memory with these points. I have left that to those who are 
more competent to judge. 

10921la. You have heard of the system which exists in Kansas under prohibition, 
under which anybody who pays a monthly fine is allowed to sell liquor; and I believe 
that in some towns they actually furnish the liquor sellers with printed envelopes on 
which there is an admission of guilt, and in which they enclose the fine and costs. 
Which is preferable —that system or the system that exists in Toronto ?—I am not able 
to speak definitely from experience. 

10922a. You spoke from your observation in Kansas !—From my observation. 

10923a. The fact is that those people are permitted to sell so long as they come up 
once a month and pay their fines. Which do you consider preferable—that system or 
the system that exists here 1—If your question is between license and free trade in 
whisky, I prefer license. 

10924a. There is not free trade in whisky, because to obtain immunity from 
prosecution they have to pay their fine once a month. Which is the preferable 1—My 
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impression is that a license law well enforced is better than a local option law poorly 
enforced. 

10925a. What is the moral effect of having that prohibitory law, as far as the 
state can prohibit, on the Statute-book, and every citizen of Kansas City seeing it broken 
every day of every week /—That is not my idea of prohibition at all, 

10926a. I am speaking of the condition of things in Kansas. I want to ask you 
what must be the moral effect on the people of seeing that law steadily and persistently 
violated ’—It must be bad. Wherever there is a law that is notenforced, it must be 
bad always. 

10927a. At Bangor, in Maine, the Police Magistrate testified before this Commission 
that there are one hundred and twenty open saloons there in violation of the law of the 
state. What is the moral effect there too !—Bad, of course. 

10928. Would not a license law permitting fifty saloons to sell liquor be preferable 
to that ?—It may be. Jam not objecting to that at all. My position is that prohibi- 
tion is preferable to both. We do not ask the Government to adopt the Maine law or 
the Kansas law, but a prohibitory law. 

10929a. But there is no experience of such a law?—But there is still room for 
improvement. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


10930a. Would you prohibit the importation of liquors for sacramental purposes ? 
—No. I am talking about prohibition ; it is always understood that they are permitted. 

1093la. As a minister of the gospel do you think it is a sin to take a glass of wine 
or cider ?—I would not like to say it was a sin. 

10932a. If it is not a sin or immoral, why do you want to prevent it ?—If it leads 
to evil it is wrong. The principle we take is that if the doing of a certain thing leads 
to evil we are to shun it. Paul’s position is, “If meat make my brother to offend, I 
will eat no flesh while the world standeth, lest I make my brother to offend. It is good 
neither to eat flesh nor to drink wine, nor anything whereby thy brother stumbleth, 
less he is offended or is made weak.” That is my principle. 

10933a. So you wish to do away with everything of which an abuse is made ?— 
Everything that is injurious to the best interests of the state. 

10934a. Do you wish to do away not only with the abuse but also with the legiti- 
mate or moderate use of liquors?—Of course it is the moderate use that leads to the 
abuse. Drunkardsare always manufactured from moderate drinkers, and we think that 
if we do not allow moderate drinkers to get liquor, we will have no drunkards. 

10935a. Did they tell you in Topeka that there were clubs the members of which 
could have as much liquor as they wished in their club-rooms?—I learned that it was 
possible to get liquor in some circumstances, but I did not inquire as to the particulars 
under which it could be got. 


By the Chairman : 


10936a. You remember Paul’s advice to Timothy, I suppose that was a case of a 
medical prescription !—I suppose we would have put it under that head. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10937a. Have you thought, taking the last quotation you made, where St. Paul 
speaks of the eating of flesh and the drinking of wine, that the very fact of the two be- 
ing coupled together shows that, so far as either of them is concerned, there is no harm 
in itself ?—Not in itself. 

10938. The evil would be in what it might lead to ?—Yes. 


The Commission adjourned. 


Rev. WILLIAM FRIZZELL. 
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TORONTO, October 25th, 1893. 


The Commission met at ten o’clock a.m. 
Present : 


Sir Josepu Hickson, Chairman, presiding ; Jupaz McDonatp, Rev. Dr. McLeop, 
Mr. G. A. Gigautt. 


Rev. D. J. MACDONNELL, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chairman : 


10939a. What is the name of your church?—St. Andrew’s church. 

10940a. Will you give us an idea of the number of members of the congregation ? 
— Between six and seven hundred communicants. 

10941a. You have been in Toronto how many years /—Twenty-two years. 

10942a. Were you born in this province ?—No, I was born in the Province of New 
Brunswick, but I have spent most of my life in the Province of Ontario. 

10943a. I do not know whether you have noticed the terms of the Royal Commis- 
sion under which we are acting ?—Oh, yes, I have. 

10944a. I believe you have given a good deal of consideration to the subject of the 
liquor traffic, and if it would be agreeable to you the members of the Commission would 
be pleased tohave you give them your views on the questions on which we are to inquire ?— 
Well, Mr. Chairman, it is a very large question on which ts speak generally. It might 
be better for me perhaps, to speak of specific matters. I may say this with regard to the 
fact : I think there can be no question of the fact that intemperance has decreased in 
the city and throughout the province. That, I presume, has been testified by those who 
can give statistics drawn from records of the police court and other records. I believe 
that has been accomplished partly by legal restriction, very largely by moral, social and 
religious influences—by the influence of the churches, the influence of the temperance 
societies, in Toronto here, to a considerable extent by the development of the coftee- 
house system, and by counteracting the dangerous tendencies of the bar and the saloon 
by furnishing other openings for men to have the satisfaction of appetite and a certain 
amount of social intercourse in another way. It seems to me that is a sort of general 
principle on which the temperance reformers, as all others ought to seek to act—to over- 
come evil with good ; to counteract the different evil tendencies there are in existing in- 
stitutions, not by mere prohibition, but by substituting other and perhaps more wholesome 
institutions. As to the general question whether we ought to have prohibition or not, I 
think of that verymuchinthisway. There is no question that the Government of the coun- 
try has a right to adopt a prohibitory law and to enforce it if it finds it necessary. It 
seems to me to be a very extreme remedy, and only justified if there is a very extreme 
evil to be met. In my judgment the evil is not extreme as compared with the state of 
things in other countries—as compared even with the state of things many years ago in 
our own province. I do not regard the evil as extreme, and therefore I do not see that 
there is occasion for the adoption of what I consider an extreme remedy. I do not con- 
sider it necessary, because a very small fraction of the community is intemperate, that 
the whole community should be put under disabilities in this matter. That is in brief 
my general view of the matter. I may say, with regard to enactments for the restric- 
tion of the evils of intemperance, that I think our license law in Ontario, so far as I am 
aware, is working well—is really restricting the evils of intemperance. Again, on 
general principles it has seemed to me, ever since I read first about the system which 
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has been adopted in the town of Gothenburg in Sweden, that that system proceeded on 
principles that were valuable. As I understand it, the liquor is sold by agents of the 
Government who have no pecuniary interest whatever in the sale, and therefore it is not 
a matter of personal interest to the seller to sell more or less. Then, as I understand 
the seller has a pecuniary interest in the sale of non-intoxicating beverages, so that it is 
to his interest to sell as much as possible of the non-intoxicating, while he has no per- 
sonal interest in the sale of the intoxicating. That allows the opportunity to those who 
wish to have wine or beer to get it with freedom, and yet it makes it the interest of the 
seller to sell other things, and therefore counteracts the dangers of the sale. With 
regard to the existing state of the law in Ontario, I would lke to see all saloons 
abolished. It seems to me that the sale of liquor ought to be confined if possible to 
hotels, which are places of entertainment for travellers—that that is the most wholesome 
way in which the matter can be regulated. I believe a great deal of the intemperance 
which is developed, amongst younger men especially, arises from two things: first, from 
the open saloon, whose sole business is to encourage the sale of liquor and its use in im- 
moderate quantities ; and the other in the system of treating, which, however, has been 
very considerably lessened and modified. My general conviction about a prohibitory 
law, as I have said, is that it is an extreme remedy which is not called for by the exist- 
ing state of things in Canada. With regard to the possibility of its being enforced, I 
do not think it is a fair objection to a law that it cannot be absolutely enforced. I pre- 
sume that hardly any law is enforced with absolute rigidity. At the same time, a prohi- 
bitory law would stand on this ground, that to a very large portion of the law-abiding 
citizens of the community it would appear to be an unjust and unreasonable law, and 
therefore there would be a temptation to men who are law-abiding in other respects to 
treat that particular law with disregard, and that leads, of course, to the treating of 
other laws with some measure of disregard, and that means disrespect for law. It seems 
to me that is a grave objection to a prohibitory law. It would be quite easy to enforce 
it in communities where the people are almost all total abstainers; and there it is hardly 
needed. I believe that in the city of Toronto it would be very difficult to enforce it, and 
there would be a very strong sentiment on the part of law-abiding citizens against the 
law, even on the part of many who are themselves abstainers. 

10945a Have you been in the State of Maine!—Scarcely. I cannot give any 
testimony as to the working of the law there. 

10946a. Were you in any of the counties in which the Scott Act was in force 
during the time it was in force? Can you give us any information in regard to the 
working of the Scott Act!—No, I do not think I can give any testimony in regard to 
that from personal knowledge. 


By Judge McDonald : 


10947a. As a minister have you found that much misery and suffering is caused 
among people by intemperence !— Undoubtedly. 

10948a. In the family life !—Certainly. 

10949a. I suppose that a minister has a better opportunity than other men of 
learning these things !—He has abundant opportunity. 

10950a. I suppose that a minister in visiting families would be given information 
in regard to their manner of life that the ordinary public would not get hold of ?—Yes. 

10951la. You have been a minister in other places than Toronto ?—Yes ; in Peter- 
borough. 

10952a. And of course you have visited in other places ?— Yes. 

10953a. So far as your experience goes, do you think that relatively there is less 
suffering from intemperance in Toronto than in other places?—I do not know that I 
could make the comparison. 

10954a, You have spoken of the feeling that exists in the minds of a large body of 
citizens in regard to a prohibitory law being an interference with rights. Have you 
noticed whether the same state of feeling exists in the minds of any great portion of 
the community with regard to any other law!—No, I cannot think of any other law 
that is regarded in just the same way. 
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10955a. Do you think there exists a generai consensus of opinion in the community 
in favour of what may be called the prohibitory clauses of the license law, such as those 
forbidding sale on Saturday night and Sunday, to minors and to Indians ?—I think 
there is. 

10956a. Do you find the same feeling in regard to almost all the other laws that 
are on the Statute-book ?—So far as I know. 

10957a. Do you think that the state of public sentiment has something to do with 
the successful enforcement of a law !—Certainly. 

10958a. And, therefore, thinking that there is such a division in public sentiment 
with regard to this law, do you believe that it would affect the successful enforce- 
ment of it if it were passed !— Undoubtedly it would. 

10959a. Make it more difficult to enforce !—Certainly. 

10960a. Have you considered the question of encouraging as far as possible, while 
intoxicants are used, the use of ale and light wines, and trying to decrease the use of 
the heavier or stronger liquors !—I think that anything that favours the use of the less 
intoxicating is very much to be desiderated—that favours it by comparison, I mean. 

1096la. In case of the passage of a prohibitory law prohibiting the importation, 
manufacture and sale, would you deem it right that liquor for medicinal, mechanical 
and sacramental purposes should be permitted to come in or be manufactured ?—Yes, I 
have no doubt about that. 

10962a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law preventing the manufacture 
of liquor in Canada, would you deem it right that brewers and distillers should be re- 
munerated for plant and machinery rendered useless /—I have not thought specially 
about that. That would depend somewhat. It would need more consideration than I 
have given to it. It would depend on what sort of indications were existing at the 
time of their going into the business as to the possibilities of a change of policy and 
public sentiment. A man who goes into that business now, for example, goes into it 
knowing perfectly well that there is a possibility that in five or ten years it may be at 
an end, and therefore he runs the risk. ; 

10963a. I do not know whether you know as-a fact that the laws require certain 
appliances to be put into the buildings, and that a change was made a few years ago 
requiring that the distillers should keep their liquor for two years before selling it, with 
the view of having it rectified, getting rid of fusil oil and other deleterious matters, 
necessitating the erection of large warehouses in which to store the liquor ?—I should 
think that would be a matter that ought to be fairly allowed for. 


By kev. Dr. McLeod : 


10964a. As a pastor, have you noticed whether to a very large extent the drink 
traffic affects the social condition of the people /—There is no doubt at all that the drink 
tratiic—that the immoderate use of drink under our existing traffic in drink, has very 
injurious effects. 

10965a. You distinguish between the traffic and the immoderate use /—Certainly. 

10966a. Do you notice any relation between the traffic and the use which results 
in sad consequences !—Of course there is a manifest relation, that those who are en- 
gaged in the sale of liquor are the agents for supplying what is used either moderately 
or immoderately, practically. 

10967a. Do you regard the trade as established as promoting such use as is evil in 
its effects 7—It does both. It serves in my judgment, to supply the proper and reason- 
able needs of a large number of people who in their own judgment think they can use 
certain things in moderation, and who so far as the public are concerned, do use them in 
moderation. 

10968a. That suggests another question: have you observed during your many 
years of contact with the people, whether any percentage and if so whether a consider- 
able percentage of those who for a time use drinks moderately have come to be excessive 
users !—There is no question as to that. It would be a mere. guess to say what propor- 
tion. 

10969a. Do you think it is a large or small proportion /—I thinx it is a small pro- 
portion of the whole number. That is there are very many people who have used in 
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some degree intoxicating drinks during a long course of years to whom intoxication is a 
thing unknown. 

10970a. What is the effect upon the young people ?—Of what ? 

10971la. The effect of the habit on the part of their parents ?—It is rather difficult 
to answer that question. 

10972a. What I want to get is the result of your observation of the effect of what 
is called the moderate drink habit in the families upon the children in those families ? 
—I do not know that I can answer the question with any degree of accuracy. It isa 
matter that would involve thinking of a great many scores of cases. But what I can 
say is that while there are undoubtedly young men who have been brought up in homes 
where liquor has been used who have turned out dissipated, there are others who have 
turned out thoroughly sober and respectable, as far as I have known all their manhood 
through. I can think of many of both sorts. I can think also of young men, the sons 
of total abstainers, who alas! have become dissipated also. What I mean by modera- 
tion is the use with very careful restriction, with a consideration of our climate and 
everything else. I emphatically encourage all young men and young women to be 
abstainers while they are minors; I say to them, “ Wait till you are twenty-one or 
twenty-five or thirty, and then you will perhaps find that you will be just as well to con- 
tinue leaving the whole thing alone.” But what I desire to avoid in talking to young men 
is making a sin what is no sin; treating as a wrong what in my judgment is not a 
wrong; and I think one has more influence with people, old or young, in recognizing 
frankly their right to independent judgment in the matter, though at the same time 
warning them of the perils ; and my conviction is that we must depend mainly, not on 
law, which has its function to fulfil, but on the development of self-control in the in- 
dividual, and that self-control must be secured, first, by the influence of the home, and 
then the school and churches and societies and all moral and reliyious influences that 
are brought to bear on the individual. 

10973a. I think you have said already that a good deal of domestic misery and 
wretchedness is traceable to the drink traffic ?—Unmistakably, and in Toronto poverty 
and suffering of all kinds. Ido not minimize the evil. Ail I say is that the evil is con- 
fined to a small fraction of our population. 

10974a. Have you observed the effect of the drink traffic, as established, on indus- 
trial interests ?—No, I do not think I can give an opinion. 

10975a. For instance, upon wage-earners—upon their wage-earning power ?—-There 
is no question at all that if a man is given to drink he will reduce his wage-earning 
power. 

10976a. TL think you said you do not regard the evil as sufficiently extreme to war- 
rant the enactment of a prohibitory law. Do you regard the evil as grave compared 
with other evils ?—Certainly. 

10977a. You favour the prohibitions of the License Law as to hours of closing, 
closing on Sunday, sale to minors and so forth ?—Yes, I think, in the main, the law as 
it exists in Ontario is adapted to the situation. 

10978a. What are your reasons for favouring those prohibitions ?—My reason for 
favouring the prohibition of selling on Sunday is very much the same as for stopping any 
other business on Sunday. 

10979a. The violation of the Lord’s day ?—Exactly, that is one thing. 

10980a. Why do you favour the prohibition of the sale from seven o'clock on 
Saturday evening to a certain hour on Monday morning ?—I suppose the main practical 
reason with me would be this, that that being the day on which men as a rule were 
accustomed to get their wages, it is a very desirable thing that men who would be 
tempted to mis-spend their money and who would spend a great deal more than they 
should in that way, should be deprived of the chance and the money should go to their 
wives instead of going to the bar. 

1098la. Then there is danger that with open saloons the wages would be diverted 
from their proper uses !—Certainly, but that must depend largely on the individual. 

10982. But the individual is helped largely by the prohibition ?—Certainly ; you 
put it out of his power. But what I am convinced of is that the ideal we have to aim 
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at is, to develop such self-control amoag workingmen, professional men and all men that 
it would not matter if there were ten saloons on their way home as to what they would 
do with their money. 

10983a. But it does seem to matter now ?—Of course it does. 

10984a. Do you think it is well to provide a condition of things that makes self- 
control easier !—Oh, yes. 

10985a. And for that reason you favour the prohibitions that are in the license law ? 
for instance, that the licensed places must close at ten o’clock at night and not open till 
seven in the morning !—I do. I believe on the whole that the restrictions that exist 
are valuable and helpful to society. 

10986a. Do you believe in the restriction of the number of licensed places !—Yes, 
because that comes very near to what I think ought to be carried out, namely, that the 
sale of liquor ought to be confined to bona fide hotels. A number of us, years ago, tried 
to get that carried out gradually in Toronto. 

10987a. You would abolish the saloon, then ?—Certainly, and confine the sale of 
liquor to places that are really places of entertainment for travellers. 

10988a. Would that be a sort of class legislation?!—I don’t exactly see that it would. 

10989a. There are a class of people who like to drink who are not frequenters of 
hotels /—Neither are they of saloons. 

10990a. But there is a class of people who frequent saloons and do not frequent 
hotels ; would it be an interference with their rights /—I would leave that to them ; 
they would find very easily a way out of that difficulty. 

10991la. Just what I want to find out is how far you favour the prohibitions that 
exist, and why ?—I have not considered every one of these restrictions in detail. I 
regard all our liquor legislation as being just practical attempts made from time to time 
to remedy practical evils. I do not know that it is based on ideal principles ; but, in 
the main, I find that as a practical thing, it works well, and I am satisfied that it has 
worked well in Toronto. 

10992a. The history of the dealings with this matter shows that the restrictions 
have been constantly increased and the prohibitions multiplied—that the trade has 
been more and more hampered. Do you believe that steady increase of restriction is 
good ?—I think it is quite possible that it might reach a point at which it might cease 
to be good. 

10993a. It has not reached that point yet /—I do not think so. What I mean is 
that there is a broad distinction between almost any amount of restriction and prohibi- 
tion. Suppose that in Toronto instead of one hundred and fifty places, there was only 
one where liquors were sold. If at that one, every one could get what he wanted, there 
is no prohibition. There is, perhaps, hampering or restriction; but still it would be. 
possible for everybody who wanted strong drink to get it. Prohibition is an entirely 
different thing : it puts it out of everybody’s power to get it under any circumstances. 

10994a. You think, then, that the fact of a smaller number of places being licensed 
to sell in Toronto makes the condition of things better than if there were a larger num- 
ber ?—I do not think the imere number of places affects the matter so very much. 
Really what affects it more is the sort of places in which the liquor is sold, and the sort 
of men who sell. 

10995a. Which class of places do you think is the most dangerous—the hotel bar, 
the so-called well kept saloon, or the seven-by-nine dive !— Well, I would need probably 
a little more experience than I have had, to say very definitely. 

10996a. I will put the question this way: to which place are the young men most 
likely to resort who have not formed the drink habit-—the well-kept hotel, the well-kept 
bar, or the low dive ?—To one of the first two, no doubt. 

10997a. Would you regard that class of place as more dangerous to the well-trained 
and promising man, or the other !—You mean as far as putting in his way the oppor- 
tunity of drinks? 

109984. The opportunity of forming the drink habit, with all that may possibly 
flow from it ?—I suppose there is no doubt the hotel bar would give him the more 
likely opening than the dive, 
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10999a. I suppose it would not be fair to ask you whether the licensees observe 
the license law very faithfully in Toronto 1—So far as I know, the law is well enforced, 
11000a. I suppose the law officers would know more about that /—Yes. 


By Mr. Gigault: 


11001la. Do you believe it is a sin to take a glass of cider or wine !—No. 

11002a. Then, if the moderate use of liquors is not immoral, why should we adopt 
a law to put a stop to what is not immoral ?—I am not anxious that such a law should 
be passed. But I will admit that there are laws passed for the general benefit of the 
community which prohibit things which are not in themselves immoral. I am fined, for 
example, if I do not clear the snow from the sidewalk in front of my house. There is 
nothing distinctly immoral in my leaving the snow for the sun to melt; but for the 
general good of the city I consent to the law requiring me to remove the snow. While 
I do not see that we need a prohibitory law in Canada, I admit that a prohibitory law 
may be justitied in the public interest under certain circumstances. 

11003a. You were asked to say why you approve of the restrictions of the license 
law. Do you not approve of them because they are framed in such a way as to put a 
stop to abuses ?—That is one good reason for them. The general conviction, I suppose, 
of those of us whom you may call moderate men is this ; that the liquor traftic has un- 
mistakably grave dangers connected with it, and that there is need of restriction in 
order to prevent, as far as the law can prevent, those dangers from growing—thase evils 
from being multiplied. 


By the Chairman : 


11004a. Have the Presbyterians as a body taken any distinctive attitude towards 
this prohibition question !—Oh, yes, and I am in the minority ; I mean with respect to 
the deliverances in church courts—deliverances, for example, in the General Assembly, 
which is the supreme court of the Church. There is no question that the General 
Assembly has once and again affirmed its approval of a prohibitory law. 

11005a. Are you ina position to tell us the degree of prohibition which the 
Church desires to see enacted? Would it go so far as to prevent the importation, or the 
making, of liquor for personal use /—I am not sure that I could answer that. I think 
the line drawn by any of the resolutions that I can recall was this: that they would 
oppose the importation, manufacture and sale for use as a beverage. They would not 
oppose it for medicinal or mechanical or sacramental purposes. That is as far as I 
recall. 

11006a. But do they oppose the importation by an individual for his own use, or 
the manufacture by individuals for their own use? We have farmers who make cider 
and farmers who make wine, and in some of the states of the United States where 
prohibition exists, the right of the individual citizen to get any from any other state is 
not interfered with ?—I do not think that question has ever been pronounced upon at 
all by any resolution of the General Assembly. 

11007a. But you will notice it is a very important question /—I am afraid they 
would put restrictions on the liberty of the individual. 


By Kev. Dr. McLeod - 


11008a. I think you have said that there has been a very marked decrease of the 
evils of the drink traftic within your recollection—less drinking and less of the resultant 
evils /—Yes. 

11009a. Do you believe the prohibitions provided in the laws have had any effect 
in bringing about this decrease of the evils !—I think they have. It is very difficult, 
however, for any one—obviously it is a matter of opinion—to say how much is due to 
this cause and how much to that. The improvement of dwellings, above all the im- 
provement of home life, has more to do with this question than anything else, I believe. 
If our home training of our boys especially—because it is boys more than girls who are 
affected, although girls are too—were nearer the mark of the ideal, this whole matter 
of temperate living would be lifted to a higher level. 
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11010e. Do you think the prohibitions have had anything to do with the improve- 
ment of home life !—I do not see that they have affected the home life very directly or 
immediately. I suppose they have to some extent. 

11011a. For instance, the restrictions that are thrown about the trade in Toronto. 
help the moral influences that are steadily at work to improve the home life and the 
general conditions of the people. If there were fewer restrictions about the trade here, 
would those moral influences have the same effect? Does the law help the moral teacher ? 
—I have no doubt it does. 

11012a. If some degree of prohibition in license and local option laws had helped 
to bring about this condition of things, would more prohibition help to bring about a 
better state of things !—Not necessarily. The degree of prohibition or restriction that 
exists is intended specially to prevent the abuse of strong drink—is intended to prevent 
its use by minors or by people who have not got self-control. I feel that law can do 
only a restricted amount of good in that way, but it can do some ; it affects conditions 
and circumstances. It does not at all follow that an extreme degree of restriction 
would do more good. 

11013@. You think there is no prohibition that should affect those who are un- 
harmed by the drink habit; they would be under another law—the law that if doing 
so and so would cause my brother to offend, I will not do it. Is that it’—Quite so; 
because the decision in the end must be left largely to the judgment of the individual 
man, as to what his duty is, first to himself, and secondly to his neighbour. 

11014@. Do you think laws against acknowledged evils have anything to do in 
strengthening and educating public opinion against those evils?—Undoubtedly. I 
think the law has a decidedly educative effect ; it is the embodiment of public sentiment 
on these matters. 

11015a@. And if the evils of the drink traffic were more marked, than they are 
now, could you then see the propriety of a prohibitory law ?—I have already said that 
there might be an extreme of evil that might justify the enactment of a prohibitory law 


By Judge McDonald : 


11016a. I understand a question put to you a few moments ago to contain the 
idea of local option laws having proved beneficial ; that is, that in view of benefits hay- 
ing proceeded from local option laws, might not a larger measure of prohibition produce 
greater benefits to the community ?-—-It was rather the restrictions connected with the 
license law. 

11017a. The question involved local option laws. I believe you have said that 
you have had no personal experience of the working of prohibition under local option ? 
—No. 

11018a. If marked benefits did result from these local option laws, can you say 
why the laws were repealed in every county in Ontario in which they were in force /—I 
do not know that I can give an answer. 

11019a. Did I understand you to say that the effect of having a law upon the 
Statute-book which is not in accord with the sentiment of a very large majority of the 
people and is not well enforced is injurious to the community /—Certainly. 

110204. Do you believe it is apt to produce a contempt of other law ?—I do. 


By the Chairman : 


11021a. You spoke about the improvement of the dwellings of the people having 
had a very definite influence in reducing intemperance. Do you think the shortening 
of the hours of labour of the working classes would tend to lessen intemperance in the 
community ?—I do not know that that by itself would have any direct effect. It cer- 
tainly ought not to have any injurious effect. In speaking of the improvement of 
dwellings I meant to indicate the improvement of the whole external conditions of liv- 
ing—the conditions of home life and social life; because we know that many a man 
would be less inclined to go to the saloon as his place of resort in the evening if he had 
an inviting and attractive home. 

11022a. He would be disposed to spend more of his time at home?—TI should 
think so. ° 
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11023a. If he had more time available for that purpose, would it be an advantage ? 
—It would be no disadvantage at all events. 

11024a. Do you think the provision of parks and places of recreation for the peo- 
ple has a tendency to stimulate temperance habits ?—Certainly I do. Every wholesome 
element that can be introduced to make the lives of men richer and fuller and more 
useful has its effect ; and hence I give hesitating answers to specific questions as to 
whether so and so will lessen intemperance, because it is a thing that is affected by a 
hundred influences at once. I may say this: that it has struck me again and again at 
our Industrial Exhibition at Toronto—and the same thing struck me at the Chicago 
Fair—that you see thousands and tens of thousands of people brought together for days 
at a time, and it is the rarest thing to notice as much as one intoxicated person during 
the whole ten or twelve days of our exhibition here. I have myself been there very 
frequently during these past years, and I have heard others give the same testimony. 
It is one of the things that I often cite as an indication of the growth of sobriety, that 
whereas in the olden times fairs were associated with broken heads, and a very lively 
time generally, now you will have tens of thousands of people day after day in large 
gatherings, and they come and go, and there is scarcely any, even the smallest occasion, 
for the interference of the police in any way on account of riot or disorder or drunken- 
ness. That is one of the facts that show how there has been a growth of self control 
and temperance, and good behaviour on the part of all sorts and conditions of men, and 
I am always sorry when my brethren speak pessimistically, as if things were dreadful 
and we were going backward, whereas, in my judgment, we have been going steadily 
forward as a community in this particular matter. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11025a. Have you noticed that this improved condition of the people, this increase 
of sobriety, and increased restrictions about the liquor trade have gone on side by side ? 
—There is no doubt about that. 

11026a. Have they any relation to each other ?—Certainly they have; but not 
that alone accounts for it. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11027a. Speaking of these restrictions referred to by Dr. McLeod, have you found 
any, and if so how large a section of the population opposed to these at all ?—I cannot 
answer that question with any degree of accuracy. [ may say that so far as my obser- 
vation extends, I find practically no opposition among the people with whom I talk to 
the existing restrictions of our Ontario license law. I have no doubt there are people 
who turn up after seven o’clock on Saturday evening who think it a very unreasonable 
thing that they cannot get what they want ; but I have not in my recollection heard 
any one speak of these restrictions at all in the same way as I have heard many men 
speak of their antagonism to an attempt to enact a strictly prohibitory law. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11028a. Was there not earlier very much opposition to restriction 1—I suppose 
there has been opposition. 

11029a. Have not these restrictions been won by constant agitation /—There is no 
doubt about that. 

11030a. And those restrictions have been thought necessary by the majority of the 
people on account of the evils attendant on the drink traftic ?—There is no doubt about 
that. 

1103la. And they have grown from year to year as the result of agitation ’—There 
is no doubt about that, and I do not wish you to consider me as objecting to every 
reasonable attempt being put forth to restrict the evils connected with this matter. 

11032a. That word. suggests another question: can you remember when the 
restrictions now so generally favoured were regarded as unreasonable, and opposed as 
such ?—I cannot give any special testimony about that. I have no doubt that they 
were. Of course, restrictions were always opposed by those who were interested in the 

Rev. D. J. MacDonneE Lt. 
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unrestrained sale, and I have no doubt that what you suggest is also true, that they 
were also opposed by many people in the community who did not see why there should 
be any limitation at all. 

11033a. But as the years have gone on people have come to see the improvement 
they produced /—Of course ; but this is to be borne in mind, that a large portion of our 
people in Ontario are total abstainers, and these restrictions have been. secured largely 
by the action of total abstainers ; and that fact is a part of the question. It is a ques- 
tion how far those people who do not want those things for themselves should carry even 
the majority in compelling the other part of the community to come under what they 
consider to be hampering restrictions. I cannot tell, but I suppose that probably a 
clear majority of our people in Ontario are total abstainers ; and out of a hundred men 
you have sixty who are total abstainers, it is a question how far they have a right to say 
to the other forty, “ We don’t want any, and we don’t think you should have any, and 
we don’t intend to let you have it by law.” 

11034a. Is that your idea, that the majority of the people have come to regard 
the drink traffic as established as an injury, and that for that reason they would be in 
favour of having the traffic delegalized !—There is no doubt that is their view. 


By the Chairman ; 


11035a. Is it your idea that the sixty persons who are total abstainers would all 
favour a prohibitory law ?—No, far from it. Some of the strongest opponents of a 
prohibitory law would be found among those total abstainers. The total abstaining 
is a moral influence which a man brings to bear individually ; the prohibition is a legal 
compulsion which, in a matter of this kind, ought, in my judgment, to be kept within 
the narrowest limits that are needful for the good of the community. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11036a. And yet you are unable to say how far that prohibition should go—I 
mean the prohibitions of the license law. For instance, you believe in prohibition for 
nine hours out of the twenty-four ?—I do not put it that way. I look on the law as 
simply a practical measure to meet a practical evil. I suppose beyond the permitted 
hours there was an opportunity for improper indulgence, and it was felt that all men 
who were living reasonable lives could get all they wanted within the prescribed hours 
of sale. I suppose that is the view that prevailed. 


JOHN SMALL, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By Judge McDonald : 


11037a. You reside in Toronto !—Yes. 

11038a. You are Her Majesty’s Collector of Customs here /—Yes. 

11039a. How long have you held that position /—Nearly three years. 

11040a. You have been a resident of the city all your life, I believe ?—I have. 

11041a. You were at one time a member of the House of Commons for one of the 
divisions of the city /—Yes. 

11042. Have you figures with you in reference to the imports of liquors into 
Toronto ?—Yes, I have prepared a statement for the last three years--from March 
1893. The time was not sufficient to enable me to give you the figures before 1890. 
The figures are taken quarterly, and they give the importations in quantities and 
values, showing what has gone into consumption, of ale, beer and porter; brandy, 
cordials, gin, rum and whisky ; wines other than sparkling, and sparkling wines— 
champagne. 
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11043a. Can you give us the totals for each year !—_Yes. 


Imported. Entered for 


: Consumption. 

Ale, Beer and Porter—- 

LODO We ae BR Atle wis Moa beans 16,255 gallons 19,519 gallons. 

LOO Reel ae Nee ens or eee LS VO TRS Liz6 (OE 

LSO2 EOS OR ated, heres 125330" aes! LA,736' 8 8 
Brandy, Cordials, Gin, Rum and Whisky — 

ADO Meares eae ae tts Ms .... 50,328 gallons. 56,135 gallons. 

MON riche eitte SOMES tee Nate atin 44,326 « 47 2025 aa 

TS OD Pam itekee ios peat all ic eee carat ame ee eas 47,624 ‘§ 
Wines other than sparkling— 

Kors LO onan tae aes ane Mea er 32,500 gallons. 43,124 gallons 

SOU Mae eee renee ne ces atts ei oak inp DXO\ 0 een aes 34,884 « 

Iota ae Ac ame teat Alsstadeaeat ate ZO,00d = ae Ps a a a 

Sparkling wines—champagne— 

LS0 OS Kachee renee Se a eee 895 dozen. 1,768 dozen. 

USO Tana nacre sche. 7 ats GR Ae gp tana LADO men’! L495 "ye 

LOD Reta SOA tM a ace SEINE 98255 1,208) ae 

Totals of all liquors imported— 

LSO0 teeta cain tae eich ah ans 99,083 gallons. 118,778 gallons. 

eg Bee AMR ES Tae Nee OO CoP O71, 00 laa. 99° SOT wis 

Ihe Sree Bisley SL 750. 911 36% | ae 


Showing a decrease year by year for the last three years on the total consumption 
of everything. 

11044a. Are those figures for the fiscal year ?—No, commencing with March, 1890, 
and ending with December, 1892. Practically, from the beginning of 1890 to the end 
of 1892. 

11045a. Has not the rate of duty been increased since then ?—No, I think it was 
in 1889. 

11046a. Have you considered the question of the enactment of a prohibitory law for 
the Dominion prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors 
for beverage purposes !—No, I have not. 

11047a. You are not in a position to say whether you would favour the enactment 
of such a law ?—I am decidedly opposed to it. 

11048a. In case of the enactinent of such a law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ? 
—-Most decidedly. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


11049a. I think you said you had not given consideration to the question of a pro- 
hibitory law !—Yes, I think it is altogether impracticable. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


11050a. Is there any smuggling going on now in spirits 7—No. 

11051a. If we had a general prohibitory law, do you think it would be very hard 
to prevent smuggling /—I think it would be very hard indeed. 

11052a. Do you think it would require a very large number of officials !—That is 
my impression. 

11053a. Have you been in counties where the Scott Act was in force?—I cannot 
remember. I suppose I have passed through them. 

11054a. Do you know if the Scott Act was very well enforced ?—Yes. 

11055a. No selling ?—You could always get what you wanted at some places. 

11056a. Do you think the Government would be subjected to a very largely in- 
creased expenditure in order to prevent smuggling, should a general prohibitory law be 
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enacted ?—You would require so many additional officers all through the Dominion that 
it would necessarily entail a very large expenditure. 

11057a. Would the smuggling of liquors be very easy on the lakes ?—Along the 
frontier. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11058a. There is no smuggling of any kind, is there, in your district ?—Not what 
you might look upon as smuggling. 

11059a. I suppose you have preventive officers all along the lake, and at all the 
inlets and outlets /—Yes ; there are some few who try to cheat the Government if they 
get the opportunity, importing their goods without paying duty on them. 

11060a. You have occasionally cases of that kind ?—Oh, yes. 

1106la. And if they are caught you confiscate the goods /— Yes. 

11062a. How many preventive officers have you in your district ?—I suppose you 
mean landing waiters ; I think they are called preventive officers in the Lower Provinces. 
I do not suppose we have more than five who are appointed landing waiters, but we 
utilize the services of others. 

11063a. They have enough to do, I suppose ?—Yes, quite. 

11064a. Are liquors not sought to be smuggled in sometimes amongst other things 
that are brought in ?—I am not aware of any. 

11065a. It is other articles chiefly /—Yes. 

11066a. And notwithstanding that seizures are made and penalties imposed, I sup- 
pose smuggling goes on to some extent ?—Yes, to a slight extent. 

11067a. There are always men willing to take the risk for the sake of the possible 
profit /—Yes. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11068a. Are the goods smuggled mostly of the kind that people could obtain in 
Canada if they wanted !—Most decidedly. 

11069a. Only perhaps they would pay a higher price?—Yes. Jewellery and things 
of that kind. 

11070a. In case people could not get at all in Canada the articles they wished for, 
and the law did not permit them to bring them into the country, would you anticipate 
a great deal of smuggling ’—Most decidedly. I think there is no doubt about that. 

11071a. Can the amount of liquor smuggled into the country at the present time, 
when it is made in the country and can be obtained here, be fairly put into comparison 
with the amount of smuggling there would be if people were prevented from making it 
or buying it in Canada ?—Take, for instance, the article of opium: there is a good deal 
of smuggling in that ; and I suppose you might apply the same rule to all other articles. 

11072a. It is believed there is a great deal of opium brought through Canada into 
the United States !—Yes, large quantities. 


By the Chairman : 


11073a. There are a great many other ports of entry in Ontario besides Toronto !— 
Oh, yes. 

11074a@ The liquors of which you have given us the figures of importation would 
not necessarily be consumed in Toronto /—Not necessarily. If imported by wholesale 
merchants here, they might find their way to some towns and villages in the interior. 

11075a. Then we could not take these figures as indicating that they are all con- 
sumed in Toronto or any other part of the Province !—Not any particular part of the 
Province. I question whether any would be sold in Hamilton, for it has its wholesale 
imrorters as well as Toronto. 

11076a. But the Hamilton importations would not necessarily be consumed in the 
city of Hamilton ?—No. 


By Mr. Gigault: 


-11077a. Do you think that any portion of the liquors imported here go to Manitoba 
or the North-west !—I do not think so. I think Montreal is the importing point, if I 
mistake not, for Manitoba and the North-west. 
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11078a. No wholesale merchants here are importing for the North-west ?—I do not 
think so. They may buy small quantities from the merchants here ; but I do not think 
any merchant here imports directly for the market in Manitoba. 


By the Chairman ; 


11079a. There is no reason why importations should not go direct to Winnipeg ; 
that is a port of entry the same as Toronto ?—Certainly. 


W. C, STRATTON, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By the Chairman : 


11080a. You are the Collector of Inland Revenue for Toronto ?—Yes. 

1108la. Over what district have you control 7—The counties of York, Peel, Duff 
erin, Simcoe, and Muskoka and Parry Sound as far west as Pic River, about half way 
between Sault Ste. Marie and Port Arthur. 

11082a. Into how many collection districts is Ontario divided ?—About ten or 
twelve. 

11083a. Is yours the largest !—The largest in Ontario. 

11084a. And I suppose you collect the largest amount of revenue ?—Yes, in Ontario. 

11085a. Have you any statistics to bring before us showing the amount of the col- 
lections !— Yes, I have prepared a statement for each fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
from 1881 to the present time. I became collector in December 1880. The collections 
from all sources, including cigars, for each fiscal year were: 


TREO OT tee: ikea ce eye rtna ene Teeee $ 839,740 17 
IRS ERRATE) @ aU Tie ho tite MUIR Me 2S ity Maal 988,599 80 
PROD ECR eee eR ce ean te ene 1,067,588 72 
LB G82 RI 8G Paley oe (Aad Meee t-te eee 895,905 06 
UT Tea a AR Ll AI Ue oe ened Ty evi eS Ny 1,408,918 87 
TAC LOG Sos Eee Aca an oe eam mere says OEE he: 805,672 56 
LOSOI 7 tpn ake rc oe eer nie ye eRe 1,081,069 22 
TCS Gat I BLT eM ec Si | as aioe 4 Fe ae | 956,175 30 
TBS6280. 0 ery Wlen tr ec ene ee ene 1,117,356 07 
TRO SOO (iets, cele) Seer) neg aan 1,341,610 58 
(SCO Ie on en ye et eat eek Cen tee 1,042,673 74 
UVR ee Oa Bi ae aliat Oe ea aia gl EGP WA ip ce 1,175,813 19 
TeGOCOR Pe ee, eee oe eee 1,198,043 73 


11086a. These are the total collections ’—The total collections in my division. 

11087a. Can you tell us the revenue for the same years which has been collected 
from intoxicants !—I could not do that without calculating it. I can provide that in 
another statement. , 

11088a. Can you tell us whether the revenue from that source has largely increased ? 
—From beer or ale, of course it has, because the duty has been doubled: since 1891 it 
has been two cents a pound where it was only 1 cent before. But the basis of the duty 
is somewhat less. For instance, there has been a trifle over eleven million pounds 
used in each of the two last years. 

11089a. Can you tell us if the quantity of malt liquors made has largely increased 
during the period covered by your revenue !—No, the quantities are just about level— 
about the same. 

11090a. Then, although there has been a large increase in population, you say 
there has been no material increase in the quantity of malt liquors made in your dis- 
trict!—No. I have the figures here, showing the exact number of gallons made. I 
cannot give you those of 1881. 
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11091a. Take the first and the last year /—In 1882 there were 3,101,821 gallons, 
and last year 4,544,879 gallons, a difference of over a million and a half. 

11092a. Then there was an increase ?-—Yes, as between the first year and the last, 
a very large difference. I had reference vo the last few years. For the last eight years 
it ran each year about four millions. 

11093¢. How was the production affected during the years in which the Scott Act 
was in operation in a large number of counties in the Province—from 1885 to 1889 ; 
did the figures vary largely in those years ?—The figures are : 


UE} a IONE RN tL eed! AS er 3,427,951 
1 fc SO) eee emcee Tees GRME Fea CA kes Shs RUS ae 3,240,367 
[QE PN IS Ai a aloha alts ut Play ae ae 3,415,354 
SO Vasmte sik ts, OS ts Oke Re Me ae 3,726,793 
BOC OC ck, eS ea anatase: Re AON AOD 
ese nOne sce We eres Ure tA ene eee oun 4,333,875 


11094a. Then the consumption in the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1887, was 
larger than it has been in any year from and including 1884 ?—Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11095a. And the consumption has increased somewhat each year since ?—Yes. The 
largest was in 1890 and 1891. In 1890 it was 4,889,626, and in 1891, 4,867,524. 
Since that year there has been a slight falling off. In 1892 it was 4,479,154, and in 
1893, 4,544,879. 


By the Chairman : 


11096. Of the malt liquors manufactured in the province, is much sent to other 
provinces or exported out of the country ?—There is quite a lot of it sent to the other 
provinces, but there are no exportations from Toronto to foreign countries that I am 
aware of. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11097a. Do you know whether the exports to other provinces have increased, or 
kept about the same ?—I have no means of knowing that, because it is never shipped 
in bond. They are perfectly free to ship it as they like. 


By the Chawman : 


11098a. In almost every province there are breweries?—I think in almost every 
province. We have thirteen here. 

11099a. Can you give us the total quantity of grain used in the manufacture of malt 
liquors !—For each fiscal year it was :— 


Pounds. 
ESC oe REn ath a riemnl ah pen hep Bere mepeee Toc ma sk wd Mipee I: cars hw 19,788,257 
ikevekanes 4 CAR eeee ata co tene Na elastin late a eM SUR rica WRAL fe Stir ar 33,999,409 
FSU OF Bo ERI SUE) Ea or A RRO Ls 22,444. 798 
ESS seat IRS pane en a Sm Pa 29,201,932 
ESS Gee re Seren Lp aes Rance EO Moh, bike As 18,045,614 
ISS eae Marre metre a AOS cheers: On ONEL Minter sis. cee, Wee ey Ee 2 17,247,712 
Top cen ies a eeNa deem gine it) 8 = MLM NG 19,562,262 
LESS Oat eects eee Are eit Behe cer ct, talc oh BNR Wea oe 22,254,197 
TS OO tes esac ey atta ee Re teen Ate co Redes Sie SS ahs 26,317,188 
TSO Mepee etcae, eee cots, Were rt ipa dba aha ts Ane: 20,379,563 
1 i’ bots Pe memieamneirt tre Prt ha (6m Sn Cig Wy bie, crake pene, BS ROAR Ps ee 21,333,983 
TS OS Mae at te ae nnn Maen Re BG UL 2: 2th chs Nee i 13,339,083 


11100a. How do you account for the large decrease in the last year?—There are 
two of our largest malt houses one of which did not work at all, and the others worked 
only a portion of the season ; and a small one in Orillia did not work at all. 


21—43%***%* 
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1110la. Yet a larger quantity of malt liquor was produced in that year, than 
in previous years except 1891?—That simply means that they used the malt they had in 
bond from the previous year or years. 

11102a. Had it in stock !—Yes. 

11103a. Is malting going on vigorously at the present time in your district /—No, 
they have hardly commenced yet. They do not commence until the cold weather has 
settled. 

11104a. During the coming season do you anticipate a largely increased quantity 
of barley to be malted, or any reduction in the manufacture of malt liquors !—I do not 
anticipate any reduction. I anticipate just about the same. 

11105a. Can you give us the quantities of spirituous liquors produced ?— Yes. 


Gallons proof. 


cy Cee en mre aN ME UG oe ibe chs. il 
TEOS Oar, eta cach tos 1 te aL eee eer ORONO G an @ 
UBB? & Cmte ed) aint ete AA cod OW, tocaeed eet ia Ni aT RO LONG Rana 
cy CURE C TIRE REM nada Men Runa g UNAM JU oil 
LB BG ee tee A oh BR SAUNT © tee aE am Gud et Ma Srey moat 
Tet Ree ERC en MUR AOS A VSL Or | 2,248,776 29 
TBG8 lie otek nore ea ee ce ee 9,494,967 -S1 
18895 Aes COLE ER Se Can Pree nCey 2,547,589 67 
Te SO MOLD SUI RN ee en Mak th Masa 32.0) 2,011,021 °65 
TRO 6a.) coe Ge teats Fa ca 2 dR Nita aie eh ly 1,642,573°14 
Te eee een, SOLE OU MENACE Nemes [7H nth Ui 1,611,596 -52 
TSO Be), hao are ph ce Seah beter cae soe ye ak OT a aS te oma 


11106a. From 1890 there has been a reduction. Was there any change in the 
excise duty immediately preceding that year ?—The duty was changed, I think, in 1891. 
From 1882 to 1886 the duty was a dollar a gallon; from 1886 to 1881 it was $1.30; and 
from 1891 to date $1.50. 

11107a. The distillers are required to keep their product how long in stock !—Two 

ears. 
: 11108a. When did that regulation come into effect !—In 1888. 

11109a. Did that regulation have any effect upon the quantities entered, upon which 
excise duties were paid !—It did have a slight effect just before the first of July, when 
the arrangement first came into force. Those who had spirits in bond that were not 
quite two years old took them out and paid the duty on them so as to get the use of them. 

11110a. I notice that in your statement you say “proof gallons manufactured.” 
How do you get at this quantity /—It is determined by a mechanical appliance—Sykes’s 
hydrometer. 

llllla. Are these the quantities on which duty was paid !/—Yes. 

11112a. Would it necessarily be all that would be manufactured !—A1ll that would 
be manufactured, unless some was manufactured illicitly. 

11113a. Are not spirits left in bond ?—That is the absolute quantity manufactured 
each year. Of course they ship them in bond to the extreme east and the extreme west, 
and they pay duty here on goods that go into consumption in Manitoba and other places. 
A very large portion of these goods is not consumed here.—Some of it is exported. 

11114a. Are the duties paid as the whisky is manufactured or as it is taken out 
of bond !—As taken out of bond. 

11115. Then these are the quantities taken out of bond !—No, the quantities 
manufactured. As soon as it is manufactured, the quantity so manufactured is ascer- 
tained, and the distiller is immediately debited with that quantity. 

11116a. I noticed that in the last three years a very much smaller quantity has 
been manufactured. To what is that to be attributed !—Of course, if they had gone on 
manufacturing the large quantities they did before, they would have required a very 
much larger storing capacity, and the thing would not pay them. 

11117a. For four years preceeding 1891 the quantity manufactured was each year 
over two million gallons ; then it dropped down to 1,600,000. What is the real explan- 
ation of that great falling off !—I could not give you the explanation of that. 

W. C. Srrarron. 
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11118. Is there less demand for whisky or less consumption /—That I could not 
say unless I compared the aggregate manufacture for all other divisions. 

11119a. May it be accounted for by distillers in other districts getting a larger 
portion of the trade?—It may be accounted for in that way, and by competition in 
business. 

11120a. You are not able to tell us distinctly what the great reduction arises from ? 
Sometimes there is an interchange of spirits between the distillers. That is, if one dis- 
tiller has not manufactured a sufficient quantity, he gets some from his neighbours, and 
that may have taken place that year. Of course I cannot say whether that is so or not. 
But the manufacture is generally in accordance with the requirements of the trade what- 
ever they may be. é 

1112la. In the case of whisky manufactured in Ontario and shipped to the Pro- 
vince of Quebec, would the duties not be paid in Montreal or at any other point to 
which it was sent ?—Yes, wherever it was ex-warehoused—wherever taken out of bond. 

11122a. On whisky manufactured in Toronto and shipped to Montreal the duties 
would not necessarily be paid here!—The probability is that they would be paid in 
Montreal. 

11123a. Where the whisky is supposed to be consumed ?—Certainly. There would 
be less liability to loss in case they are not consumed. That is the absolute practice. 

11124a. The materials used in the making of those quantities of whisky were what ? 
—I have itemized them here: malt, Indian corn, rye, wheat, oats and barley. 

11125a. Just give us the total quantity of grain of all kinds used in the first year 
and the last ’—The total quantity in 1882 was 33,201,900 pounds, and in 1893 18,567,- 
807 pounds. 

11126a. The quantity of grain used would vary in accordance with the quantity of 
whisky produced !—Certainly. 

11127. Now give us the quantities of the different kinds of grain for the first year 
and the last ?—I am unable to give the items for the years 1882 and 1883; I can give 
them for any year since. 


Malt. Indian Corn. Rye. 
1884 1,813,900 pounds. 26,467,200 pounds. 6,034,465 pounds. 
1893 677,380 do 14,765,430 do 2,827,660 do 
Wheat. Oats. 
PSSA KS Manele Us IN GOO ke Sete ste cP so a sace a 895,435 pounds. 
ot Ya Sar si ok MR G1 CO0 Poundsan wae octet 217,400 do 


11128a. Can you tell us the quantities of these various grains which are the pro- 
duction of Canada, and the quantities which come from the United States ?—Not of 
my own knowledge. I suppose everthing is the production of Canada with the excep- 
tion of Indian corn. Malt would be the production of Canada ; rye might be imported, 
or partially imported ; wheat, oats and barley would all be the production of Canada. 

11129a@. Would any considerable portion of the Indian corn be the product of 
Canadian farmers ?—I really could not say. I would be inclined to suppose not. 

11130. Have you anything to do with the inspection of liquors ?—Nothing further 
than either to take or have taken samples for analysis as I am ordered from the 
Department. 

1113la. Have you any staff whose special duty itis to attend to that work ?— 
Under the Adulteration of Food Act any excise officer is authorized to act. 

11132a. Have you any one specially appointed to make inspection and to endeavour 
to discover causes of adulteration !—No. 

11133a. You only make examination as you are directed from headquarters 1—~— 
From headquarters. We get a list of the samples to be taken, and we take them. 

11134a. Do you mean that you have indicated to you the persons whose premises 
you are to visit /—No, that is left entirely tomy own judgment. « 

111354. You are simply told to take samples of whisky or brandy or whatever 
it may be, and have that sent in for examination /—Yes. 


21—43h 4% 
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mh 11136a. Do you get these instructions frequently !/—Not in recent years, because 
the Department has a person in Ottawa who is sent all over the country, and who 
takes samples. He was here the other day. 

11137a. Can you tell me his method of getting samples !—He goes into a place 
ostensibly as a purchaser, and after he makes the purchase he announces what he is 
going to do with them, and he divides each sample into three parcels, one of which he 
gives tothe seller, one of which he delivers personally to the public analyst, and the 
third is shipped to the chief analyst at Ottawa. 

11138a. There is a public analyst, at Toronto, is there /—Yes, Dr. Ellis. 

11139a. Have many examinations been made by this officer in recent years !— 
There have been quite a number ; I could not say how many ; chiefly milk and spices. 

11140a. I am speaking of liquors !—Liquors have been taken also. Within the 
last year I got instructions to take samples of every variety of beer made by all the 
brewers in the division. 

11141a. Have you any knowledge personally or have you in your possession any 
reports showing the result of this examination !—No, I have not. 

11142a. You do not know if discoveries have been made of serious adulterations 
of liquors !—No, I do not think that has been charged or discovered in any of the 
the analyses. J have never heard of any. I have generally understood that the 
analyses showed samples to be fairly pure. 

11143a. Do you think there is much adulteration of the liquor sold in the city ?— 
I could not say as to that. I fancy the chief adulteration is water. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11144a. We learned at the Walkerville distillery, of Walker and Company, that 
empty barrels and casks that had come back to them were sometimes found to contain 
tobacco and sometimes meat that had been put into the liquor. Do you know whether 
any such thing has been discovered in Toronto ?—Yes. Sometimes they have found 
buffalo robes and sometimes fur jackets in them when they were returned to the dis- 
tillery. 

11145a. Those had been used for storing ?—Yes. 

11146a. LI refer to tobacco or meat or other things that are put in I suppose to 
change the character of the liquor !—I have not heard of anything of that kind here. 

11147a. I think the idea was that the meat would give the liquor “ body,” and that 
the tobacco would give it, as Mr. Walker said, ‘scratch ;”—the man who drinks it 
liking to have something to touch his throat as it goes down!—lI fancy there is a good 
deal of imagination about the effect produced by the small quantity of tobacco they 

ut in. 

‘i 11148. Have you ever heard that the liquor is diluted to such an extent with 
water that these substances are added to make up for the loss of strength ?—There is a 
legend to that effect, but I do not know anything of it personally. 

11149a. You have never heard that the analysts here discovered anything of that 
kind ?—I have not. 

11150a. Do the analysts take the liquor from bottles or from casks 1—We just 
take it as fancy suggests. 

1115la. Have you ever taken any yourself !—Yes. 

11152a. What is the plan you adopt when you go into one of these places ?—I just 
go in and take a look around, and I say, “ J want so much of that.” If it is suggested to 
me that I should take something else. I say: “No; I want that out of that particular 
bottle or particular barrel ;” and I take it and seal it up according to the regulations, 
and then dispose of it. 

11153a. Does Dr. Ellis make the analysis in this city !—Yes. 

11154a. He is for that purpose a Dominion official !—Yes ; and the person from 
whom the sample is taken has an opportunity to go and see it opened, the hour at which 
Dr. Ellis will open it being announced to him. 

11155a. So far, then, as your observation goes, the results of the analyses have 
not been to show deleterious adulteration /—Oh, no. If there was deleterious adulter- 
ation, prosecution would ensue. 

W. C. Srrarron. 
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11156a. Do you think it would be well to have a more frequent inspection and 
testing of liquors ?—I really could hardly say as to that. 

11157. In going to the places, from time to time, do you visit different parts of 
the city and establishments of all grades ?—Not as a rule. I do not visit these places 
officially unless it is for the purpose of taking samples. 

111584. In getting samples do you visit what would be called different grades of 
places—those where the cheaper liquors are sold and which are more cheaply fitted up 
and furnished as well as those where perhaps high-priced liquors are kept and the 
fittings and furnishings are more expensive?—-We get generally a fair average. From 
the “dives” we do not take any samples. We take them just from the ordinary every 
day selling place. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11159@. Do you take in the hotels ?—Yes. 
11160a@. And the wholesale establishments ?— Yes. 


hy Judge McDonald : 


11161la. In which kind of place would you expect most likely to find deleterious 
adulteration ? Would it be in what is called the lowest class of place ?—I hardly think 
so, because as arule I would expect that they would have only very small quantities ; 
they would have to get it in a very precarious way, and they would likely sell it as they 
procured it, because they would not have any facilities in the place for treating it. For 
instance, take a place that is supposed to run on Sunday ; they get so many bottles of 
beer in or so many gallons of whisky, and it is generally sold just as they get it unless 
they add water to it. Ido not think they would have any facilities for compounding 
it. 

111620. Have you any licensed compounders in Toronto ?—One. 

11163a. Is there any inspection of his business!—There is no special inspection. 
I think we have taken samples of bis production for analysis. 

11164a, What is his name?’—Mr. Turner. He manufactures Turner’s Bitters. 
His address is the corner of Temperance and Yonge Streets. 


By kev. Dr. McLeod: 


11165a. Are those bitters supposed to be a medicine !—I think not. 
11166a. A cordial’—We do not charge any person a license fee who makes bitters. 
It is a cordial really. 


By the Chairman: 
Quite 


11167. Have you many patent medicine manufacturers in the city! 
a number. 
11168a. Are their productions examined ?!—No; up to quite recently I charged 
them a compounder’s fee on the ground that what they made was cordial; but the 
. department has decided against me; so that last year and this year I have not charged 
them any fee. 
11169a. When you charged them a fee did you reach any conclusion as to the 
amount of alcohol they were using ?—None whatever. What they were using was all 
duty-paid. 
11170a. Have you any idea of the percentage of alcohol these manufacturers of 
patent medicines are using ?—I have not any idea. 
11171. Do they ship in large quantities ?—That I could not say. They keep no 
stock books and make no returns, so that I do not know what they make. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11172a. Having lived in this city for a good while, have you observed what effect 
the liquor traftic has upon general business interests /—I do not think I could answer 
that question. I do not know that I could say what its effect would be. 
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11173a. Have you observed whether the liquor traffic affects at all the industrial 
interests of the city or the country !—There is no matter of doubt about it. Of course 
it gives employment to a very large number of people. 

11174a. Does it affect other industrial interests—beneficially or injuriously /—I do 
not know that you could say that it affects any other interest injuriously. It cer- 
tainly affects individuals injuriously. 

11175a. Do youthink to a large extent /—Well, perhaps not as large as is generally 
supposed. I think of course there are some isolated cases where the individual becomes a 
perfect failure in life through it, and absolutely loses his life in consequence of it. But 
I believe the percentage of those who meet with that fate is very small compared with 
the number who drink more or less. 

11176a. I am not referring particularly to aie drink habit ; but does the establish- 
ment and carrying on of the liquor business affect the industrial interests of the com- 
munity in that it reduces the wage-earning power and the purchasing power of the 
employees? Have you observed whether that is so or not!—I have not. But I would 
not suppose that it affected any other than the individual, because if a man has a factory, 
there are plenty of men, and if one does not suit him he can get another. 


By Mr. Grgault : 


11177a. Can you tell us about what is the price of the grain used here in making 
liquors !—I could not, because the price varies so very much. Barley for instance, is 
down to less than fifty cents a bushel this year, perhaps about forty-four cents; 
whereas in the earlier years it was up to nearly a dollar. The price of corn varies each 
year ; so does the price of wheat. It would be almost impossible to say what its value is. 

11178a. Do you know what the price is this year ?—I think barley is about forty- 
four cents. 

11179a. Do you know the price of oats 1—I have not the slightest idea. 

11180a. Do the brewers of Toronto ship a good deal of beer to the other provinces ? 
—Oh yes, large quantities. 

11181la. Do you collect the duty upon the malt used in making that beer 1—AII of 
it is paid here. 

11182a. But a large portion of the beer is consumed elsewhere ?—Yes, a large 
quantity ; and there is a large quantity of beer from other districts shipped into Toronto, 
the duty on which is paid at Windsor or London or other places. 

11183a. I thought you said that the duty on whisky was paid in the place where 
it was consumed ?—Yes. 

11184a. Are there no exceptions to that rule ?—Yes, the duty may be paid here, 
and it may be consumed in Peterborough or Kingston. 

11185. If whisky is sent from Toronto to Montreal or Sherbrooke or Quebec or 
Three Rivers, do you think the duty will be paid in those places or will be paid some- 
times here /—I should think that it would be very rarely that it would be paid here. 

11186a. You think there are some exceptions!?—There might be isolated cases 


where it would be paid here as a matter of financial accommodation or something of , 


that kind to the party to whom it was sold, or else it certainly would not be paid here. 
There would be no object in it. In the first place, unless the purchaser had a bonding 
warehouse, it would not be shipped to him at all unless the duty was paid here. 

11187a. Do not such cases occur ?/—He may if he likes have it shipped to the order 
of the collector at the head office, but he must construct a warehouse and pay the duty 
on whatever he requires and that is done in some cases. 

111884. I asked that question to ascertain the quantity of liquor consumed in each 
province ; and that is very hard to find out, because the duty is not always paid where 
the liquor is consumed ?—I cannot say what it is. It is impossible to say. 


By the Chairman : 


11189. Is it, or is it not, a fact that nearly all the large distilleries have agents in 
all the large cities of the different provinces /—I do not know, I could not name a 
single individual who is an agent of any distillery. 
W. C. Srrarron. 


\ 
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By Mr. Gigault : 


11190a. Is there any illicit distilling in your district !—Oh, yes, there is no doubt 
there is some. 

1119la. To a very large extent, do you think ?—I think there is a considerable 
amount of it going on in the Muskoka district. 

11192a. Do you think that if we had a general prohibitory law there would be still 
more illicit distilling /—I am inclined to think there would be, judging from my experi- 
ence with it. 

11193a. Do you think there would be a good deal of smuggling if we had no liquors 
manufactured legally in Canada !—TI could not come to any other conclusion. ; 

11194@. Do you think it would require a larger number of officials in order to pre- 
vent illicit distilling and smuggling ?—I do not think it would require any larger num- 
ber than there are now ; but it would mean this, that whereas now those who drink the 
liquor are paying for the administration of the law in regard to it, in the other case 
there would be no revenue from it. There would in that way be a larger direct expense 
to the country. But I think the present staff of officers could enforce the law then pro- 
bably as well as they can now. We are now supposed to keep down illicit distilling. 
Of course we do not do it. We do it as well as we can; but the public will give us 
absolutely no assistance in the matter. Any information we get is generally the result 
of some quarrel between those who are interested in carrying it on. After we get the 
still, we then find that the whole neighbourhood, or a good portion of it, knew all about it. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11195a, The neighbourhood sharing in the profit, maybe !—No, but there seemed to 
be an objection to giving us any assistance on the part of the neighbours. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


11196a. Do you think that liquors illicitly distilled are more injurious to the 
health than liquors distilled by licensed persons /—I do not see why they should be. 

11197a. What is the reason of the regulation that whisky must be kept in stock 
for two years ? Is it not for the purpose of freeing it from impurities !—-I presume it is. 

11198a. Then liquor consumed as soon as it is distilled could not be as free from 
impurities as the liquor made in the distilleries over which you have control ?—It 
would depend largely on what it was made of. If it were made from sugar or molasses 
there would not be many impurities in it, and the greater portion of the whisky we 
find illicitly distilled is made from molasses. 


By Judge McDonald: 
11199a. Any from potatoes ?/—Not in my experience. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


11200a. Is it your opinion that whisky made from molasses is as good as whisky 
made from grain !/-—I cannot express an opinion. The distillers have always made 
every effort to get rid of the fusel-oil, because they could have no financial object in 
keeping it in ; for they get credit for everything they destroy in respect of the duty. 

11201a. Do not chemists say that liquor used two years afterit is made is freer 
from impurities than if used immediately !/—That may be so. I do not know what 
their views are in regard to that. 

11202a. Do your distillers export much liquor to foreign countries ’—I do not 
know what their exportation is. There is some, but the price on the other side, f 
fancy, is too low to make it pay. 

11203a, Have you travelled through counties where the Scott Act was in force !— 
Yes, occasionally. 

11204a. And how did you find it work !—In one instance, I suppose the only one 
that came under my notice, I was in a town in company with a friend of mine. This 
gentleman wanted something to drink, but he could not get it ; the hotel-keeper did not 
have it, or could not supply it. We went out, and met a third party, with whom we 
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came back to the hotel a little later, and so long as he was with us there was no 
trouble about getting the material ; it could be got at once. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11205a. You had to have a sponsor 1—Yes. 

11206a. Would that be necessary in Toronto under license, or could your friend 
get what he wanted without having anybody to guarantee him?—I do not know. I 
have not investigated it. 


By Mr, Gigault : 


11207a. In other Scott Act places could liquor be had?—That was the only one 
that came under my notice. 

11208a. In other places liquor could be had ?—I could not say of my own know- 
ledge, whether it could or not ; I presume it could. 

11209a. So you think the Scott Act was not very well enforced ?—Oh, I do not 
think it was enforced at all. 

11210a. You think it was a failure /—There is no doubt about it. I got a return 
of the liquors sold. 

1121la. Do you attribute that failure to the fact that the people do not help the 
officials in enforcing such a law, as they do not help you in enforcing the law against 
distillation !—Entirely so. The public will not take any interest beyond simply an 
emotional one, unless they have some personal or financial interest. They simply 
stand off and say, “it does not affect me, and I will not interfere.” 

11212a. Was there not the same difficulty in having that law enforced as any other 
criminal law ?—No. Ifa murder is committed, every one will interfere and help to 
bring the murderer to justice, but they do not interfere in these cases, and never will. 

11213a. Did you receive any returns from counties in which the Scott Act was in 
force /—Yes, I had returns from Halton, from Simcoe, and I think from Ontario. 

11214a@. What would those returns show !—The one from Halton was the first and 
the most astonishing one. It showed that some of the patients required immense quan- 
tities of spirits to cure them. 

11215a. Do you remember the quantities !—No, I do not. The report is on the 
file in the Department at Ottawa. I sent it down. 


By the Charman : 


11216a. Are you speaking of returns of liquor sold for medical purposes /—Ostensi- 
bly for medical purposes. 

11217a. Did they come to you ?’—They came to me at that time. The parties had 
to make their returns to me as the Collector of the division in which the county was 
situated. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


11218. Are you sure that the liquors obtained for medical purposes were used for 
beverage purposes !—That I could not say, of course. 

11219a. But it looked like it ?—It was a fair inference that they were simply used 
for drinking. 

11220a. Would you favour the adoption of a general prohibitory law ?—I would 
certainly, if we could have it in fact, and not simply in name. 

1122la. But could we have it in fact, and not only in name ?—I suppose we could 
have it if people would join heartily together ; but I do not think they would, judging 
from my observation. In fact, I am certain they would not, When the law was 
passed, they would consider that as far as they were concerned no further effort was 
necessary ; and that is just where the effort would be required and ought to begin. 

11222a. So you think to enforce it, it would be not only necessary to have officers, 
but to have public opinion at the back of them ?—Public co-operation, and pretty active 
too. ° 

W. C. Srrarton. 
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11223a. Do you believe the consumption of lager beer is increasing. ?—I do not 
know as to that. I have not made any comparison ; but I think I am quite safe in say- 
ing itis. It must be increasing very largely. 

11224a. According to your return, I think that for the last four or five years the 
consumption of beer has been increasing !—I may say that that includes beer, ale and 
porter ; they are all grouped together, We know them simply as so many gallons of 
malt liquor. 

11225a. Your figures show that there has been an increase ?—Oh, yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11226a. Do you think that the law prohibiting distillation is a wise one?!—TI can hard- 
ly see why it is not. If there was not a law of that kind, we would get no revenue at 
all, and everybody could go into the business of distilling liquor. 

11227a. You think, then, that it is a wise law, though pretty frequently and per- 
sistently violated in a certain part of your district —Yes. I do not see that we could 
get along without a law of that kind. 

11228a. You spoke of the storing of liquor for two years. Have you heard that 
that is not so much in the interest of the user of the liquor as in the interest of the large 
distillers, to enable them to crowd out the smaller ones and secure to themselves a mon- 
opoly of the business ?—I have heard a rumour of that kind, but I had nothing to do 
with the making of the law, and cannot tell what is the fact. 


By the Chairman : 


11229a. I see that from 1882 all the way down to 1893 the quantity of malt used 
was very much less each year than the quantity of malt made. Where did the differ- 
ence go to!—Some was exported. There is not anything like the quantity exported 
now that there used to be; but still some is exported. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11230a. Exported where ?—To Buffalo, Oswego or some others of the neighbouring 
American towns. 


By the Chairman : 


1123la. To the quantity of malt used in making malt liquors should be added the 
quantity used in making spirits ?—Yes. 

11232a. And what becomes of the difference between that and the total quantity 
of malt made ?—It might either be on hand or exported. 

11233a. It could not be on hand for a series of years. All the way through it is 
much less than the quantity made ?—There would be some exportations, of course. On 
two or three occasions there were quantities destroyed by fire. For instance, there was 
a fire on Simcoe Street, and two fires on a wharf where malt was destroyed. 

11234a. Would we be correct in concluding that the difference between the malt 
used in making beer and whisky and the malt made has been either destroyed by fire 
or exported from the country ?—I could not say that. It might be removed in bond to 
another division; it might be removed to Kingston, or Cobourg, or Peterborough. 
Large quantities of malt also go to Halifax and St. John. 

11235a. And the duty on it is paid here !—No, the duty is paid there. 

11236a. If not too much trouble, the Commission would be glad to have you 
furnish them with a statement of the quantities of malt sent away ?—I will make up a 
statement of the removals in bond and the exportations. 
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ELGIN SCHOFF, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By kev. Dr. McLeod : 


11237a. What is your occupation /—I am a practising barrister in Toronto. 

11238a. How long have you lived here !—Since 1875. 

11239a. Did you ever practice anywhere else /—I had an office in connection with 
the early part of my practice at Georgetown, in the County of Halton. 

11240a. Did you live in the County of Halton during the Canada Temperance Act 
period ?—I did not ; but I was employed as prosecuting solicitor there for a short time 
before the repeal, and in the County of Dufferin. 

11241a. Perhaps you can state in a concise way your observation of the operation of 
the Canada Temperance Act, the difficulties in the way, and the effects of the law /— 
There is a good deal of diversity of opinion about the question of the success of the 
Scott Act among temperance men and those that are not; but I think the general 
opinion was that the failure of the Scott Act resulted largely from the disputed authority 
or the want of proper means of enforcing the Act, which caused it to fall into disgrace 
before it got into good operation. 

11242a. Just what were the points in dispute at the outset that made its enforce- 
ment difficult ’—The Scott Act asit was passed first seemed not to be sufficient to cope 
with various difficulties that arose, and a couple of years ensued before legislation was 
passed in Ontario to facilitate the enforcement of the Act by the appointment of police 
magistrates, and the making of certain laws in that line. 

11243a. Are we to understand that there was a conflict of federal and provincial 
authority, or was there a lack of officers to enforce the law !/—There was a lack of 
officers to enforce the law, and a lack of machinery, too, I think. 

11244a. And how long did that state of things exist !—--The fact is, in many places 
the Act got into disrepute and was openly violated before it got into good shape, and 
the people lost confidence in it. 

11245a And it was not possible to recover what had been lost /—I think that is the 
reason it was repealed ; the people thought it would not work ; but that was the result 
of those difficulties, and it was thought by many temperance men that if the Dominion 
Parliament had made further improvements in the Act in the course of time it would 
have been very much more successful than it was. 

11246a. Notwithstanding all these difficulties did the Act have a good effect or 
not !—The discussion that arose in connection with it was on the whole beneficial towards 
temperance and towards prohibition. It was educative. 

- 11247a. Do you understand that the repeal of the Scott Act in various constituen- 
cies in Ontario expressed the feeling of the people as being against the prohibition of the 
drink traffic ?—Most decidedly not. 

11248a. What was it then !—It was a partial measure. It was not a prohibitive 
measure in a way, because it only aimed at the suppression of the public sale of liquor. 
Its manufacture was not touched, and adjoining counties had the license system. Sur- 
rounded with these difficulties it would not get the public sentiment in favour of it that 
it ought to get and would have got if it had been more general. 

11249a. Did it make difficult at all, the sale of liquor ?—Most decidedly. 

11250a. We have been told that there was quite as general a sale of liquor as under 
license, and some people have told us that there was a more general sale. What was 
your observation !—I do not hesitate to say that I believe it was much more difficult to 
get liquor. Of course it was more openly violated in some places, from what I have 
been informed and have read. 

1125la. Were you in the County of Dufferin ?—Yes, some four or six weeks just be- 
fore the repeal of the Act. I prosecuted in Orangeville. 


By the Chairman : 


11252a. What year would that be ?—That would be about 1886. 
ELGIN ScHOFF. 
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By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


11253a. You did not live in the county !—No, I lived here. 

11254a. Did you live in the County of Halton during the time of the Scott Act ?— 
No. Ihad an office there before that time, and had been doing some practice there. 

11255a. Just previous to the repeal of the Act you had been conducting some pro- 
secutions ?/— Yes. 

11256a@. Did you find any difficulty in securing convictions!—I succeeded fairly well. 

11257a. Were they in Halton ’—Yes, and some in Dufferin. 

11258a. Did you prosecute any cases in Halton before Mr. Young, the County 
Police Magistrate 1—Yes. 

11259a. What were the chief difficulties in the way of securing convictions /—-The 
witnesses as a general thing evaded the truth, and I believe in many cases committed 
perjury. 

11260a. They were troubled with strange lapses of memory /—Yes, or else they 
were probed carefully. 

11261la. Do you find that there is so general a disposition to evade the truth in 
other cases?—I think not. There is a different class of person in these liquor cases, 
most of them being either connected with the business or anxious to get drink where it 
is prohibited. 

11262a. Were the witnesses for the most part persons who had been parties to the 
violations of the law ?—In some way in connection with taking liquor themselves. 

11263a. And you found them unwilling to admit that they had purchased !—Yes ; 
but I found, when I showed a determination to probe their evidence carefully, that 
sometimes they quibbled over what they had got, and when they found that I was seri- 
ous about the matter and pushed it, they generally broke up. 

11264a. And told the truth !—Well, I got sutiicient truth out of them to convict. 

11265a. And you believe that the Canada Temperance Act, notwithstanding all 
these violations and the difficulties of enforcement, had the effect of educating the people 
along the lines of temperance and prohibition !—Yes, I believe it reduced crime. 

11266a. Are there any figures that will show that ?!—I have heard figures quoted 
on the public platform, and I have also read them in the press, all going to show that 
there was less consumption of liquor and less crime in those districts. 

11267. Have you any such figures at your hand?—I have not saved them. 

11268. But you have that general belief !—I have that general belief, from what 
I saw and read, and I was a somewhat careful and extensive reader in that line, and 
watched mattersa good deal. J am giving you my impressions. 

11269. And you think the repeal of the Act was not a protest of the people against 
any attempt at prohibiting the trade?—Oh, conversation with parties and everything 
put that beyond question in my mind, 

11270a. It was an expression of the dissatisfaction of the people with a partial 
measure by reason of its effectiveness !—Oh, yes, that was the reason ; and it is because 
of the partial nature of the Scott Act, the Dunkin Act and the License Act that the 
difficulty arises. 

11271la. Have you given any attention to the effect of the drink trattic on the 
business interests of the country ?—The impression I have is this, that it unfits 
individuals in many cases for pursuing their natural calling, and for making a livelihood. 

11272a. Have you observed how the liquor business affects other businesses !—I 
cannot give a very explicit statement as to that. That is a very difficult matter to 
speak about. 

11273. I judge from what you have said that you are inclined to the belief that 
the liquor trade is responsible for a proportion at least of the crimes of the country /— 
Most decidedly. 

11274a, And if the liquor traffic were prohibited you think the criminal record 
would be lessened ?—Yes, and it would be economical to have it reduced, aside from the 
evil. 
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11275a. You know that we derive quite large revenues from the liquor traffiic— 
federal revenues in the shape of customs and excise duties, and license fees in the various 
Provinces? Have you given attention to that side of the question /—I have my opinion 
on that. 

11276a. What is it ?—I think that would be settled all right by the powers that 
exist from time to time. They could adjust the finances satisfactorily in some other way. 
It would pay, anyway, on other grounds. 

11277a. You think that if the country should relinquish the revenues derived from 
this trade, the country would be benefited !—Yes, in many ways. In the first place, 
the drink bill is a very large one. I have frequently seen it stated regarding this country 
and others that it exceeded the food bill, and considering the evils that flow from the 
excessive use of liquors, it would be very economical to turn all that drink money into 
food and clothing. : 

11278a. You think that would eventually be one of the effects?—That would be 
one of the effects, and a very great one. 


By Fudge McDonald : 


11279a. What measure of prohibition would you desire to have in Canada !—So 
complete that prohibition would be effective. 

11280a. You have made the matter a study ; will you tell us what it is 7—There is 
a diversity of opinion just how far prohibition ought to go. Some say the manufacture 
and sale should be totally prohibited except for medicina] and mechanical purposes. I 
agree with them. Perhaps I would go further. 

1128la. Will you tell us how far you would go?—If it were necessary to the 
effectiveness of the law, I would stop all production. 

11282a. Being a barrister you must at once recognize the fact that that position 
would not do for a man to take who is putting forward legislation. What measure 
would you ask in the first instance ?—I think I am justified, notwithstanding what you 
point out, in putting it in that way, because there is a difference of opinion whether 
prohibition could be operated successfully without limiting private manufacture. 

11283a. Would you then in the first instance be satisfied with a law that would 
simply prevent the importation, manufacture and sale for beverage purposes /—I do not 
know that I would. 

11284a. Then what would you be satisfied with ?—I think I would have to curtail 
the production of liquor at home. 

11285a. You would not permit farmers to make wine and cider on their own 
farms !—It might be necessary to prohibit it. 

11286a. Would you make the law so sweeping as to do that in the first instance ? 
—I think I would do that. 

11287a. Supposing that you, having made a study of this question, were asked _to- 
morrow on the part of the people in favour of prohibition to frame a measure to be 
submitted to Parliament, and you were asked to make the measure cover such ground 
that it would be successful, what ground would you cover ?—I would make it cover the 
whole ground. 

112880. That is, you would frame it so as to prevent the importation, manufacture 
and sale for beverage purposes, and the manufacture by individuals for these purposes ? 
—Yes. 

11289a. Would you accept from its provisions liquor for medicinal, mechanical and 
sacramental purposes /—Yes, if necessary. 

11290a. Do you know any country in which such a law is in force ?—I do not. 

11291a. Have you ever read of any !—-I have read of places where prohibition has 
prevailed, but I understand that it is not quite so ample as that. Your experience is 
no doubt better than mine. 

11292a. We have not yet heard of any country in which such a law is in force ; 
so that it would be an experiment ?—Yes, and I would be willing to see it tried in 
Canada. 
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11293a. In fact, I suppose you are willing that, as one gentleman put it in answer 
to that question, the Dominion should be the pioneer on that subject ?—Yes, I would 
be proud of it. 

11294a. In answer to Dr. McLeod, I think you said that the fact of the measures 
hitherto adopted having been partial was what caused them to be unsuccessful ?— Yes. 

11295a. I suppose you have heard of prohibition in Maine ?— Yes. 

11296¢. You know that it has been in force forty years /—Many years, I under- 
stand. 

11297a. Do you know the scope of that law !—I heard the scope of it here yester- 
day. I had only heard of it before as being prohibitive in a general sense. 

11298¢. You thought at least it was a general measure such as you advocate /—I 
thought so until yesterday, when I got new light. 

11299a. I suppose you know, then that the father of the Maine law, after forty 
years trial, is not in favour of obtaining legislation to restrict the use of liquor in private 
families /—Yes, I heard that read yesterday. 

11300a. You believe, then, that partial measures are not likely to be successful ?— 
Certainly not, when it is right to sell liquor on one side of the road and not on the 
other. 

11301la. That is not what you mean by a partial measure /—I mean both ways— 
both as to ample restrictions on the traffic and as to territory. 

11302a. You spoke of Halton being surrounded by counties in which the Act was 
not in force, and of that being the reason why it was repealed ?—I believe that was the 
case, although I did not quite say that. 

11303a. There were whole districts in Ontario where counties were surrounded by 
other counties that had the act in force, and even in those counties 1t was repealed /—Of 
course it was very easy to send liquors from Toronto, and there was the right of private 
consumption in the Scott Act counties. All these things increased the difficulty of en- 
forcing the Act. 

11304a. We heard in Halton that during the time the Scott Act was in force the 
assessed value of property in the county had increased, that a person had travelled from 
end to end of the county to get liquor and could not get any, that in the town of Milton 
every house was occupied except the county jail, and that there was a state of prosper- 
ity in the county that any county might be glad to enjoy. In the face of all these 
things how do you account for the repeal of the law there ?—Because it was so lmited 
in territory that the manufacture and sale of liquor went on in the Province outside of 
the Scott Act counties, and the private individual had every opportunity to get liquor 
for himself. That and the legal difficulties made it a pretty bad act. 

11305a. What were the legal difficulties ’—My sympathies were in favour of the 
enforcement of the law, and I was not disposed to let any one off. 

11306a. Do you mean to say other officials were willing 7—I believe there were 
other officials who did not care to see convictions got. 

11307a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, you think it would be 
necessary to have honest officers to enforce it ?—That would conduce to its enforcement. 

11308a. Do you believe it is necessary also to have public sentiment behind the 
law /—Decidedly. 

11309a. In the case of the Scott Act or any other prohibitory law, do you think 
there should be a very large majority in its favour to make it effective /—I think it 
should have a majority, and I would like to see it have a large one. 

11310a@. Some gentlemen have said that the Scott Act was as well observed as the 
law against theft. As a lawyer, perhaps you would not draw that comparison ; but 
there is not, in regard to the law against theft and prosecutions under it, a perfect con- 
sensus of opinion in the country /—There is a great difference in the positions in which 
these laws stand before the public. The one against theft no reasonable man would 
deny the justice of ; but the liquor traffic having been recognized for all time past, the 
money interest involved in it, the fact that many have been brought up to think the tak- 
ing of liquor unobjectionable and that any one had a right to abuse himself if he wanted 
to—all these things make a difference ; and until you sweep away that state of affairs, 
take away these financial interests so that they will not fight so hard, and in that and 
other ways strengthen public sentiment, there will be that difficulty always. 
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113lla. Do you notice that in prosecutions for theft there is always a private in- 
dividual who seeks to have the law-breaker punished, who sets the law in motion ?—TI 
should think there would be one generally. 

11312a. In prosecutions for violation of the Scott Act did you find persons who 
were in a position to set the law in motion !—We found plenty who would give us as- 
sistence. 

11313a. Did they set the law in motion 7—Sometimes. 

11314a. In the same way as with other laws ?—It depends on the person. Some 
persons were timid and would not take action. 

11315a. Did you find some people who said it was not their business, but the duty 
of the officers of the law /—Some persons might, I do not think that I did. 

11316a. In some places we are told that that was the difficulty, that people voted 
for the Act, and that was the end of it /—I think that is rather hard on the temperance 
element. In some instances they have not been as active as they should have been. 
They had not a moneyed interest in the work. The cost of it came out of men’s pockets 
while in the other case the liquor man provided the money. 

11317. Have any efforts been made to bring the Scott Act into force again !—No, 
because the temperance people want prohibition. 

11518a. You have said that the Scott Act is educational, and leading up to prohi- 
bition. When you have an Act that is educative and the difficulties in the way of 
enforcement swept away, why not avail yourself of that ?—The people thought it would 
not work, and having repealed it once, it was almost impossible to revive it and make a 
success of it. 

11319a. In reference to the question of crime, can you give us any figures in refer- 
ence to the counties of Ontario?—I had recently a schedule giving year by year the 
number of convictions in this Province for some ten or twelve years past: but I have 
not it at hand. But I have noticed this, that whereas in 1874 I think there were 
something over six thousand licenses issued in the Province of Ontario, now there are 
I think, about 3,400. During this period, from what I have seen, crimes seem to have 
travelled in the direction of the licenses ; as the licenses lessened, crimes lessened. 

11320a.. Have you noticed a great improvement in temperance sentiment and 
temperance habit as the years have gone by !—Most decidedly. 

11321la. Do you believe that is going on all the time?—I do. I believe in general 
improvement in the world. 

11322a. Do you think the churches and the temperance societies have had some- 
thing to do in bringing this about !—Certainly. 

11323a,. Are you a member of temperance organizations !—I am. 

11324a. Did you notice in counties where the Scott Act was passed that after it 
was passed temperance societies released their effort ?—I think that follows in many 
cases ; after a great effort there is a certain amount of laxity or relaxation for a time ; 
but it revives again. 

11325a. You think it has revived again ?—Oh, yes, and it is all tending towards 
prohibition. 

11326a. Did you find that there was a strong effort made to carry the Scott Act, 
and that when it was carried some temperance people believed that the end was 
attained, honestly believing that the benefits would follow that they had looked for in 
supporting the law, without further effort on their part ?—I do not think temperance 
people generally took that position ; but of course a proper amount of attention perhaps 
did not continue. There was a little relapse or rest. 

11327a. Do you think this state of things existed at all under the Scott Act, that 
there would be a relaxation of the prosecutions, and the sale would become more and 
more open and extended; and then the temperance people becoming aroused would 
begin a series of prosecutions which perhaps would put the sale back again ; that that 
having taken some time and the expenditure of money, there would again be a period 
of relaxation ; so that in that way the Scott Act prosecutions went by spurts ?—Oh, I 
think the partial nature of the law regarding territory and the limitations of sale, was 
the chief dithculty in the matter, and that nothing but prohibition is thought to be a 
sufficient remedy by the majority of the people. 
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11328a. A law that would be an experiment ?—I do not think it will be now— 
not any more than an experiment in any new line, anyway. 

11329a. You say you know of no country where such a law exists?—There has 
always to be a pioneer. 

11330a. Then will it not have to be an experiment ?—More or less, as everything 
new ; and yet the idea of prohibition is not new with temperance men. 

1133la. Do you not find a difference of opinion among temperance men regarding 
the extent,of prohibition that they think we should have !—Yes, there is some differ- 
ence, and with regard to the tariff and other political questions. 

11332a. In case of the enactment of such a law as you favour, would you deem it right 
that brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered 
useless ’—I think they should be given time to convert their buildings into something 
else. They have a knowledge of the sentiment against the liquor traffic that is growing 
and they enter into the business or continue in it knowing that restrictive legislation 
may alter it or wipe it out. 

11333a. To what authority would you commit the enforcement of such a law as 
you desire—Dominion, Provincial or municipal !—Of course all laws practically are en- 
forced by the Provincial authorities. The Dominion Parliament passes laws, a certain 
class of laws, and the Provincial authorities enforce them. As a general thing, I sup- 
pose it would have to be done in that way. There might have to be some changes 
made for a while to make it more effective, in regard to police magistrates or 
something of that kind. 

11334a. I believe you stated to Dr. McLeod that you thought the difficulty of the 
revenue would adjust itself ?—It can be adjusted, I think, all right. 

11335a. Speaking as a lawyer, what is the effect upon the public conscience of a 
law on the Statute-book which is flagrantly and constantly violated !—Speaking for myself, 
I would think it might better be repealed than be made a mockery, and I think that 
would be the feeling of all thinking people. 

11336a. Were you ever at Orangeville in the County of Dufferin during the time 
the Scott Act was in force ?—I was. I was there in a few cases and secured some con- 
victions there, and at Shelburne and Grand Valley. 

11337. Have you reason to believe there was open sale at any time in Orangeville 
while the Scott Act was in force ?—I dare say there was. 

11338a. You only went there on professional business in connection with the enforce- 
ment of the Act ?—Yes. 

11339a. You could not expect to see much open sale at such a time ?—No, and I 
was in the Court House, and I do not think they would sell it there. 


By the Chairman : 


11340. I think you said in answer to a question that you would not compensate 
brewers and distillers and those who have their capital invested in the liquor business if 
a prohibitory law were passed !—Yes. I would give them time, and treat them so that 
as little injury as possible would be done to them. 

11341a. The passage of a prohibitory law would result in completely upsetting their 
business at once ?—I would not have the law come into force at once. 

11342a. But when it came into force ?—Oh, it would so far as their business existed 
at that date. 

11343a. Do you think the people of Halton, when they voted to put in force the 
Scott Act, were actuated by a desire to promote temperance !—TI should think so. 

11344a. They discovered that they had make a mistake, if I understand your evi- 
dence correctly, and that it had not answered its purpose /—It was not satisfactory. 

11345a. It did not answer the purpose they had had in view !—Not fully. 

11346a. And hence they were indifferent about it and allowed the by-law to be 
repealed !/—There came a contest, of course, in which the liquor interest used all their 
energies ; but I believe they came out the worst in the end. 

11347a. Did I not understand you to say that liquor was brought in from other 
districts, that it was found that the Act did not work satisfactorily and the people had 
abandoned it, and that the prevailing sentiment at the present time was in favour of 


688 ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


general prohibition —I did not say they had abandoned it, because I do not think they 
had done that; but there were liquor interests in the county and surrounding it, and 
those campaigns came on once or twice, and all these various circumstances upset it in 
the end. 

11348a. Did I understand you to say that one of the reasons why the by-law was 
repealed was that the Act had not worked to the satisfaction of those who had _ pro- 
moted its adoption in the first place ?!—On account of the Act not being successfully 
carried out. It gave their opponents a great opportunity to contend against it, and it 
veakened the minds of many, and I have no doubt that was what caused the defeat of 
it. 

11349a. Did I understand you to say that the Act failed to a large extent owing 
to the facility with which people could bring in liquor from other districts ?— Yes, that 
was one of the reasons. 

11350a. Then the movement of the temperance people who advocated the adop- 
tion of the Scott Act at that time proved somewhat abortive /—Yes, there were always 
certain persons not very strong in their own opinion one way or the other, and the 
arguments that were used affected that class and changed their views. 

1135la. Is it perfectly certain that such a prohibitive measure as you advocate 
would be successful ?—I believe it can be made a success. 

11352a. We must take things as they are!—Yes, taking the sentiment of this 
Province, particularly as it now is, I believe that if the officials are given to understand 
that they must discharge their whole duty in that line, it will be effective. 

11353a. Is there not a possibility that it may prove a failure, and not realize the 
expectations of the promoters !—There is that possibility. There is the same possibility 
with every law. 

11354a. And suppose it did prove to be so, would it be perfectly fair to destroy 
the manufacturers’ business without compensation /—That has been done hitherto to a 
certain extent. When additional limitations or restrictions have been placed on the 
liquor traffic, some parties in the business have had to suffer a certain amount of loss. 
So when tariff changes are made, certain parties have to suffer to a certain extent. 

11355a. Tariff changes are changes of degree. This is a proposal to wipe out busi- 
ness altogether ?—Sometimes tariff changes do that too. 

11356a. But none of the changes hitherto made in the laws relating to the liquor 
traffic have gone so far as to propose to wipe it out altogether !—I think if it were once 
wiped out, and if temperance were a success, then, all these moneyed interests connected 
with it being swept away, the opposition to the prohibitory law would be gone, and it 
would continue to grow and improve. 

11357a. That is not the question. The question is in regard to wiping out the 
business and doing an act of injustice to those engaged in it ?—I will answer that in this 
way. Intemperance is claimed to be and I believe is a great evil, and that evil ought 
to be wiped out ; and if in doing that injury is done to individuals, they have to suffer. 

11358a. Do you think it right to injure the business of those engaged in the traffic ? 
—Yes, I think for the good of the community the business must give way. 

11359a. Then you would make an experiment of such a law as you refer to, and 
‘in doing so you would not compensate the brewers or distillers, but let them take their 
chances !—Yes, I would. 

11360a. And that in the face of the experiment with the Scott Act not having 
been successful /—There is no comparison in my mind between them at all. 

113614. Still, it was the movement of the temperance people, if I understand the 
situation correctly, to remedy the evils of the liquor traffic at that time?—It was all 
that Parliament would give them. 

11362a. Did they ask for more !—They always have. 

113630. At that particular time? Did they advocate the passage of that Act /— 
We have always been asking for more. 

11364a. It was considered that it would be a remedy ?—Some may have thought 
so. Idid not. 

113650. What was the general sentiment of the people of Halton when they voted 
for it?—I would not speak of that. I was not there at the time. 
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11366a. What do you think it was, when they voted for it !—They thought it was 
some good, certainly. 

11367a. You said you thought the Scott Act had lessened crime ?—I said I had 
seen figures published, giving a statement of the crime during different years. 

11368a. Will you supply this Commission with those figures ’?-—I will see if I can 
supply them. I have the figures quoted: I do not know whether they were accurate 
or not. 

11369a. You spoke of economy in expenditure as a result of the enactment of a 
prohibitory measure such as you have described ; but I did not understand you to refer 
particularly to the expenditure of the Dominion, the provinces or the municipalities ?— 
I did not speak specitically as to that ; but I believe it would be economical in that 
line too. 
11370a. Are you familiar with the amount of revenue derived from the liquor 
traffic by the Dominion, the provinces and the municipalities ?—_I know there is a large 
amount of revenue, several millions I believe. Ido not know, but that five millions 
was the amount quoted. 

11371la. Have you examined the returns ?—I have seen them, but the figures have 
not remained in my mind. 

11372a. I will mention to you that the Dominion gets between six and seven 
million dollars a year, the provinces, as near as I can get at it, about one million two 
or three hundred thousand, and the municipalities something additional. A prohi- 
bitory law, I suppose, would practically wipe out that revenue ?—Yes, it would. 

11373a. Have you thought how that revenue could be replaced in the treasuries of 
the Dominion, the provinces and the municipalities !—I have thought that liquor being 
withdrawn from the people, they would be more industrious and prosperous, and they 
could stand a re-adjustment of the tariff to make it up, or a more direct method of 
taxation if necessary. 

11374a. Suppose that to be admitted, for the sake of argument, what particular 
commodities would you tax, or in what way would you assess the particular amount to 
be raised ?—I would leave that to the Finance Minister for the time being. No Fin- 
ance Minister hitherto has ever laid down his full tariff before going to an election. 

11375a. Do you think it is usual for those who pull down an erection to see how 
they can re-erect it or what they can put in its place ?—That is not a question which I 
think I should settle now. I do not think it stands in the way at present. 

11376a. Do you think it would be necessary to resort to direct taxation !—Not 
necessarily, but I would submit to it. 

11377a. Do you think the people of all the provinces would consent to wipe out all 
the license revenue, and put a direct tax upon themselves to make it up?—TI do not 
know that all the provinces would, but I think the majority of the people in the pro- 
vinces would. 

11378. Do you think that is the case in Quebec and British Columbia ?—In 
British Columbia, from what I have read, I believe the people drink more liquor than 
in any other province. It might not be the case there. I am told that in Quebec there 
is a good deal of local option, and I am not afraid even of Quebec. But in this 
province, in Manitoba, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island, there 
is, I believe, a very strong sentiment in favour of prohibition. I know there is in this 
province. 

11379a. Have you been much in the Province of Quebec ?—No. 

11380. Have you been much in British Columbia !—Never. 

11381la. Would you like to say that you think the people of those provinces would 
vote for the cancelling of the revenue derived from the issuing of licenses, and put a 
direct tax upon themselves in order to raise their necessary revenue !—I am not able 
to say as to British Columbia. 

113820. What about Quebec ?—I think Quebec is growing that way, if it has not 
got there already. I speak, however, more particularly of this province and Manitoba. 
Manitoba has already voted on the question. 

11383a. What do you mean by Manitoba having voted /—Voted on the general 
question of the advisability of prohibition—a plebiscite, as they term it. 
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113840. What was the result /—They had a majority there in favour of it. 

11385a. Has the matter gone any further than that /—I cannot say what distance 
it has gone, but the fact is that the people have voted and shown their opinion in that 
line. 

11386. Has the legislature taken any steps upon that vote /—They claim that they 
have not the authority, I believe. 

11387a. Would it be necessary for the province to do more than cancel the present 
license system and say that there shall be no sale ?—I think it would be necessary to 
decide the question of jurisdiction. 

11388. Before abolishing the present system, it would be necessary fo% the matter 
to be voted on by the legislature ?—If the province has the power to do it. 

11389a. Would it not, under any circumstances, be necessary for the legislature to 
vote on the question ?—The Dominion Parliament has the power, I believe, to pass a 
prohibitory law affecting the whole country. 

11390a. Has the Dominion Parliament power, without an alteration of the British 
North America Act, to prevent the provinces issuing licenses !—It has power to pass a 
prohibitory law, and that law would over-ride the license law. 

11391a. Is it your opinion that the Dominion Parliament could, without an altera- 
tion of the British North America Act, cancel the power of the provinces to issue 
licenses within their own boundaries ?—It is not cancelling that power, but it is passing 
a law that in a sense does cancel it. 

11392a. What would be the result if the provinces should, notwithstanding a pro- 
hibitory law enacted by the Dominion Parliament, continue to issue licenses for the sale 
of liquor ?—I think it would be a rather rash course for a province to set itself up 
against the Dominion, in opposition to an Act that is declared valid. I believe it has 
been decided sufficiently that the Dominion has power to prohibit the manufacture and 
sale of liquor. 

11393. But has it the power to say that there shall be no licenses issued by the 
provinces !—They might issue licenses if they wished persons to keep hotels, but they 
could not issue licenses for them to sell intoxicating liquors. 

11394a. Have you studied at all the position of the federal government of the 
United States on that question? Are you aware that the United States Government 
issues a license or imposes a tax on every vendor of intoxicating liquor throughout the 
whole country !—I have not studied it closely enough to make my opinion effective. 

11395a. No one can sell liquor in the United States without first obtaining a 
license from the Federal Government, or rather paying a tax to the Federal Government. 
That does not authorize the sale, but the Government does not permit any one to sell 
without it. Reverse the case and suppose that the Dominion Government says that 
there shall be no sale of intoxicants, and the Provincial authorities issue licenses for the 
sale: would not that lead to a confused state of things and a great deal of smuggling? 
—We had an experience of that kind in the case of the McCarthy Act and the Crooks 
Act existing at the same time in this province, and that was shown to be a very ill- 
advised thing. 

11396a. You spoke of the number of licenses issued in 1874 being about six thou- 
sand ?—That is my recollection. 

11397a. When did the Crooks Act come into operation !—I could not give you the 
date. It has been in operation many years. 

11398a. Was it not the Crooks Act that brought about the very large reduction in 
the number of licenses issued in the province ?!—Yes, the Act was made available for 
that purpose. 

11399a. I think you have not expressed any opinion as to the direction in which there 
would be a reduction of expenditure in case of a prohibitory measure being passed—I 
mean the expenditure of the Dominion and Provincial governments ?—If crime is reduced, 
as I believe it would be, then there would be less expense in the administration of the 
laws in that direction. 

11400a. Have you formed any opinion as to the extent of the reduction that would 
be brought about in that way !—That is a very difficult matter to do, there have been 
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so many changes in the law and such a partial administration of the Scott Act ; but I 
think the general indications were in that line. 

11401a. Have you made yourself at all acquainted with the total expenditure in 
the Dominion, the Provinces and the municipalities for jails and other institutions for 
the correction of criminals!—I cannot now group it, together. I have of course read 
about these things, although they have passed out of my recollection. 

11402a. Have you any idea how many millions a year it is ?—No, it would be 
mere guess work. I am speaking off-hand. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11403a. You say you are willing to submit to direct taxation yourself in order to 
obtain such a law ?-Yes. 

11404a. And yet it is a law which, except for the benefit it would confer on the 
community generally would be of no benefit to you individually?—It would in this way. 
There would be less burdens placed upon me in various ways. For instance, a great 
deal of suffering and want is caused by drink, and necessitates charitable relief being 
given. That is one way. 

11405a. That may affect you, I suppose, in regard to municipal taxation !—Yes, 
and in a private way. 

11406a. And so far as jails and similar institutions are concerned, it might affect 
you slightly as to the province; but would it affect you in regard to the revenue of the 
Dominion ?—Of course, there would be a loss of revenue from the liquor source, and it 
would have to be made up on something else. Idonot know that I would be in a better 
position to meet that, but I would be prepared to take my chances in regard to that. 

11407a. But you think you would derive an advantage from the whole benefit that 
would be done to the body. politic !—Oh, yes; to the whole community. I think it 
would be far better for everybody. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11408a. Has the status of the drink trade changed in the last few years ?—Yes, it 
has improved. The habits of the people have improved, 

11409. Has the attitude of the people towards the drink trade changed !—Yes, it 
has improved too. 

11410a. Is that due to the extension of the delegalization of the traffic !—-That is a 
factor and a growing knowledge of the evils of the drink traftic. 

11411la@. Do you think that the different feeling in the public mind in regard to theft 
is because for generations theft has been under the ban of the law !—Yes, it has been so 
fully recognized as wrong that there is not the opposition or the moneyed interest to 
clash with the efforts to put it down that there is in the case of the liquor traffic. 

11412a. If it were possible for the drink trade to be under the ban for the same 
length of time, would the feeling of the people be against it as fully as it is against theft 
now !—Undoubtedly, just as in the case of slavery. There was just as great opposition 
to the abolition of slavery, but the sentiment in favour of slavery is now gone. Wipe 
out the money interest in favour of the drink traffic, and the great obstacle is gone. 

11413a. Do you think the feeling of the people towards the drink traffic would be 
very different from their feeling towards theft if for so long a period the drink traftic 
were delegalized 1—I thi-”_ to that degree the same, the sentiment of the people would 
recognize ‘it as an evil similar to theft more or less, ‘and they would want to see the laws 
against both carried out. 

11414a. In speaking about the causes of the repeal of the Scott Act you stated that 
the early difficulties in the enforcement of the law discouraged the people, so that they 
became, if not antagonistic, at any rate quite hopeless about it. Was that what you 
meant to say /—Yes, they got the idea one way or another through those difficulties that 
it could not be made satisfactory, and most temperance people now have the idea that 
nothing but prohibition will be successful, and the sooner they get it the better. 

11415a. When the Scott Act was enacted, was it what the people of the country 
were asking for, or was it a compromise measure ’—It was the best they could get for 
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the time being. That has been the history of temperance legislation, it has only been 
partial, step by step. 

11416a. Is it a fact that at that time people were petitioning Parliament for a pro- 
hibitory law, and the Scott Act was given as a compromise ?—It was all that Parlia- 
ment would then give. 

11417a. And the people who adopted the Scott Act adopted it because it was the 
most advanced measure dealing with the liquor traffic that they had ?— Undoubtedly. 
I do not admit it to be our duty to determine the question of conflicting jurisdiction 
as between the Federal and Provincial parliaments in regard to the liquor traffic. 

11418a. Doyouknow whether Finance Ministers have atany time professed their readi- 
ness to grapple with the needs of the revenue in connection with a prohibitory law ?—I 
do not know but that the present Finance Minister has given expression to pretty strong 
language in that line. 
By the Chawman : <e 

11419a. Do you know that he has !—That is my recollection. I am speaking from 

recollection. I may be wrong. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11420a. I think you are correct ; the Hansard says so at any rate. The late Sir 
Alexander Galt and Sir Leonard Tilley are on record to the same effect /—It would 
make no difference to me at any rate whether they were or not. 

11421la. I suppose you recognize it as the dutyof the Finance Minister and the 
Government to provide for the deficiency caused in the revenue by the passage of a 
prohibitory law ?—That is what I understand they get a salary for. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11422a. Did I understand you to say that you believe that if for a long course of 
time there was a law in force against the selling of liquor, it would come to be regarded 
in the minds of the people in the same degree as theft /—Very closely. 

11423a. You were asked if it would be in the same degree ?—That is a very hard 
thing to say ; but I believe the tendency would be in that way. 

11424a. Is there not this difference ; that theft is a wrong of itself without legis- 
lation, while the sale of liquor is regulated by license, but even without license it would 
not of itself be wrong ’—The mere licensing of it does not make it any better or worse. 

11425a. Per se, is the sale or disposal of liquor itself wrong!—On account of the 
injury which flows from it—the misuse, I may say. 

11426a. Is not theft of itself wrong !—It is different, no doubt. I want to be fair 
and logical if I can. 

11427a. In the one case, theft being a known wrong, a natural wrong, if I may use 
the term, man is against it and legislation is against it, whereas the opposition to the 
sale of liquor arises on account of the evils that result from it?—Yes, and the endorse- 
ment of it. 

11428a. Just one question in regard to the difficulties of the Scott Act leading to 
its repeal. Halton did not repeal the Scott Act, I believe, on the first occasion ?—I 
think not. 

11429a. In the early days there were difficulties, you say ?—Oh, there were diffi- 
culties all the time. 

11430a. Halton re-enacted the law ?—Once, I believe. 

11431la,. First enacted it, then re-enacted, and the third time !—It was wiped out. 

11432a. Have you noticed that in the Maritime Provinces, where they adopted the 
Scott Act, they have kept it in force up to the present time ?/—Yes, that is the fact. 

11433a. To what do you attribute that ?—They did not despair quite as soon as 
our Ontario friends, and stuck to their guns better, I suppose. That is only an idea of 
mine. I cannot tell you really. 
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11434a, The law is one and the same all over the Dominion ?—You might as well 
ask me why you do one thing and I another at times. Our minds may operate in 
different directions ; you may have one view and I another, and it is perhaps the result 
of education, training, habit, and various things. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11435a. The social evil is wrong in itself, is it?—I suppose so. It is so regarded. 

11436a. It is licensed in some places, is it not ?—I have heard that it was licensed 
in Paris. 

11437a. And in some places on this continent ; which does not change the charac- 
ter of it, I suppose /—No. 


By the Chairman : 


11438a@. Is it licensed in Canada?—I do not think it is licensed anywhere in 
Canada. 


By Judge McDonald : 
11439a. You look upon it as an evil of itself ?—Oh, yes. 


DAVID R. WILKIE, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chairman : 


11440a. You are the President of the Board of Trade of Toronto ?—TI am. 

1144la. Are you connected with one of the banking institutions !—I am the cashier’ 
of the Imperial Bank of Canada. 

11442a@. What in your opinion is the effect of the liquor traffic on the financial, 
agricultural, industrial and commercial interests of the country !—My opinion is that 
the trattic could be very much improved to the advantage of all. 

11443a. Do you mean the system of conducting it?—The system of conducting it. 

11444a. As at present conducted what is your opinion /—At present it is of course 
conducted on very much safer principles than it was years ago; but I think improve- 
ment can still go on. I think it is injurious as at present conducted. 

11445a. To all the interests referred to !—Directly or indirectly to all of them. 

11446a. Would you be so kind as to tell us the grounds on which you have come 
to that conclusion !—The grounds upon which I have come to that conclusion are, first, 
the freedom with which spirits particularly. are dealt in by the community at large, 
which is of course injurious, not only to the consumer but to the employer of the con- 
sumer and to others who are dependent upon him; and_ if the traffic were regulated on 
sharper and harder lines, it would not only go a long way to quiet the crankiness, I 
might call it, of a certain portion of the community on the subject of a prohibitory 
law, but it would benefit the country at large immensely. The directions in which 
I would suggest alterations to be made would be in reducing the number of licenses 
for the sale of liquor, increasing very largely the amount paid for a license, increasing 
the excise duty upon whisky and all other spirits, and the import duty as well. I think 
we should also do what we can to educate the people as to the effects of the use of 
liquor upon them, so that those who will be injured be its use will know it, and those 
who can take it in moderation will know it. 

114474. What is the effect of the liquor trade on financial transactions /— Where 
it tends to withdraw a man’s attention from his business, it has a very serious effect, 
from a banker’s point of view. A man who is indulging too freely and too frequently 
is not attending to his business. One difficulty after another comes upon him, until at 
the last, unexpectedly perhaps to himself, but not so to others, he finds himself a bank- 
rupt. That is frequently the case. 
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11448a. Brewers and distillers, of course, do a large banking business ?— Yes, 
very large. 

11449a, And they purchase a good deal of material of one kind and another /— 
Yes. Of course the distilling business, as I have no doubt you have learned, is getting 
into very few hands, and the brewing business shows the same tendency. 

11450a. Do you look on that as an advantage?—I do. I think the fewer there 
are the better ; the business becomes more under control, and it is an advantage in 
every way. 

11451a, What in your opinion would be the effect on the financial, agricultural, 
commercial, industrial and business interests and upon the manufacturing requirements 
of the Dominion, the provinces and the municipalities, of the enactment of a law pro- 
hibiting the importation, manufacture and sale, except for medicinal, mechanical and 
sacramental purposes, of all intoxicants /—I do not believe such a law could be enforced. 
We have an immense territory running for thousands of miles along the territory of a 
foreign nation, and it would be impossible to prevent liquor being brought in, as it was 
impossible in the North-west Territories during the continuance of the prohibitory law 
there. I think it would be still more difficult along our immense frontier. We have 
only recently seen the ditticulty on the St. Lawrence of keeping out smugglers ; and as 
the inducement to smuggle would be so much greater under the prohibitory law, I think 
it would be still more difficult to enforce the law. Iam afraid it would also have the 
effect of increasing the number of hypocrites and perjurers. As to the benefit it would 
result in, if it could be carried out without i injuring the moral standing of the people in 
these respects, I think that the man who does not look on the traftic “itself as criminal 
would be disposed to sacrifice his own personal comfort for the sake of the community 
if necessary ; but in my own opinion and in the opinion of others with whom I have 
discussed the matter frequently, I do not think it could be carried out. There is no 
doubt that neither the financial, the agricultural, the commercial, the industrial nor the 
business interests would suffer if such a law could be carried out honestly. I do not mean 
that there should be no discovery of perjury or fraud; but if it could be carried out in 
its entirety, I think these different interests would be benefited. 

11452a. Would not the enactment of such a law in the first instance cause a great 
disturbance of financial and commercial transactions !—It would if it were brought on 
suddenly, it would have a very serious effect—very serious. 

11453a. Suppose it to be practicable, and suppose such a law to be anaatesl by the 
Dominion Parliament, what is your view with regard to the position of the distillers 
and brewers? Do you think they should receive ~ compensation for the destruction of 
their plant ?—No, I do not. Ido not see how they could claim compensation any more 
than any other person who is affected indirectly or even directly in a change of policy 
on the part of a government or a people. We know what would be the effect in this 
country of a complete change of tariff. The ruin from a sudden change of tariff would 
probably be greater than the injury from a sudden change in the liquor laws ; and cer- 
tainly the parties injured could not look for compensation. 

11454a. Such a radical change would of course render their plant and their pro- 
perty to a very large extent valueless, it would not resemble the enactment of free trade 
at all?—It would to the holders of stocks under the high tariff. 

11455a. I spoke of the brewers and distillers, those engaged in the making of 
liquors in this country !/—<A change of tariff would have the same effect on men engaged 
in the cotton business or the boiler and engine business or the agricultural implement 
business ; though not so much as in the case of others, because they themselves use a 
considerable quantity of imported goods on which they pay duty. But a great many of 
the industries built up in Canada since 1878, would just as surely collapse with a sud- 
den change of tariff. Those parties could not possibly look for compensation, and I do 
not see how the principle of compensation could be applied to those engaged in the liquor 
business any more than to those engaged in any other business. Some 7 years ago when 
a change was made in the liquor laws of Ontario by which the number of tavern licenses 
was reduced, there was no compensation paid to the holders of licenses who had been 
dispossessed. 
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11456a. Is not the manufacturer in a somewhat different position from the holder 
of a license and the occupant of a house, inasmuch as he carries on a business which has 
been legalized, and around which certain restrictions have been thrown by Parliament, 
entailing upon him large expenditures of capital at different times ?—The retailer’s 
capital is in his counters and mugs and pumps and other things just as much as the 
malster’s capital is in his machinery. 

11457a. You of course come in contact with members of the Board of Trade and 
the business men of the city. Do you think that you represent the opinions of any con- 
siderable number of them on this question !—I do not suppose there is anything wrong 
in my mentioning that at the last meeting of the Council of the Board of Trade, I inter- 
rogated each member of the Council as to his opinions, and while I am not here in the 
position of voicing their sentiments I did inform them as to my own views on the sub- 
ject, and as to what my evidence would likely be. 

11458a. Was there any objection to your giving such evidence 1—None whatever. 

11459a. You have been here for a number of years /—I have been in this province 
about twenty-six years. 

11460a. In Toronto ?—TI have been in Toronto twenty-one years. 

1146la. Do you think the present license law is reasonably well enforced in the 
city /—I would take away entirely the administration of the license law from partisan 
commissioners ; I would hand it over to the Judges of the Courts—the administration of 
the law and the appointment of License Commissioners. During the time of the Mc- 
Carthy Act we had in Ontario one set of License Commissioners of one political stripe, 
and the Local Legislature appointed License Commissioners of another stripe. I think, 
with all due respect to the authorities both Dominion and Provincial, both trying to do 
their duty and of course entitled to appoint their own men, that it would be much 
better to take the appointment out of their hands entirely and hand it over to the 
higher courts. 

11462a. Would you have the courts nominate License Inspectors !—I would. 

11463a. The judges of their volition, or upon the petition of some one!—It would 
be a part of their duties to appoint License Commissioners every two years or every three 
years as the necessities of the case might require. 

11464@. You think that is a change that is desirable !—I think it is very desirable. 

11465a. I referred in my question rather to the manner in which the law was ad- 
ministered ; do you think, at the present time the law is fairly well administered !—I 
think it is fairly well administered, but there must always be a certain amount of 
favouritism as long as the business is so closely connected with the Goverment. I 
think it is impossible to administer it as well as it would be administered under the 
judges of the higher courts. I do not think the present law has had a fair chance in 
consequence, 

11466a. Do you think there is an improvement in the direction of there being less 
drunkenness in the city than there was ten or fifteen years ago /—A great improvement. 

11467. To what do you attribute that change ?—A great deal of it is owing to 
education, I think. The better educated classes know more now, I think, than they 
did formerly as to the effects of liquor; and they are more desirous of showing a good 
example to others, And so far as the workingman is concerned, I think he is now in 
receipt of higher wages than he was formerly, and he is better informed in every respect. 
I think there is a better feeling abroad on that subject than there was twenty years ago. 

11468. Do you attribute any of the improvement to the changes which have been 
made in the law from time to time ?—Partly. I think tiie separation of the sale of 
liquor from the grocery shop has had a beneficial effect, and I think the reduction in 
the number of licenses has had a very beneficial effect. 

11469. Tf a further reduction should be determined upon, in what direction would 
you make it? Would you do away with the saloon license or would you reduce the 
number of tavern licenses !—I think it would be almost better to make the business a 
separate and distinct one from every other ; so that it could be supervised better than 
it can when it is attached to something else. I think the hotel bars are bad in their 
influence. In London and other large cities the best hotels do not have bars—at least, 
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the quietest and most respectable do not, or they put them out of sight. Here I think 
they are altogether too public. 

11470a. Is it your view that it would be better to increase the number of saloon 
licenses, and decrease the number of tavern licenses to houses that supply board and 
lodging ?--I would reduce the number pretty severely. I fancy we have three times as 
many licenses as are necessary. 

11471a. You think the liquor business should be separated entirely /—Separated . 
entirely. 

11472a. Would that not necessitate the change which I have just referred to—that 
is, increasing the number of saloon licenses and decreasing the number of tavern 
licenses '—Practically it would. I do not mean to say that I would prevent the sale of 
liquor in hotels, but I would do away with the bar. 

11473a. If you continued the license to the taverns, would it be necessary to in- 
crease the number of saloon licenses ’—I have not got the statistics in my mind at the 
moment to know how many there are of each. 

11474a. There are 213 licenses in the city altogether—140 tavern, fifty shop, ten 
or eleven saloon, and eleven wholesale !—I have no doubt a great many of those tavern 
licenses are really saloon licenses. A great many are in the business merely for the 
sake of the saloon part of it, and I think they could very safely be reduced in number 
—with a higher license fee. 

11475a. Would you license clubs !—I would place a club on the same footing as I 
would a hotel. 

11476a. That is, social clubs?—Yes ; but I would do what I could to prevent the 
issue of permits or licenses to clubs which are formed, as I believe some are, merely for 
the purpose of drinking. I would do away with them entirely. 

11477a. You have expressed the opinion that the reduction of the number of 
licenses in the city of Toronto has tended to reduce intemperance. Do you know of any 
reason except the views of the people why other municipalities throughout the Province 
of Ontario should not have adopted the same course ?—I think they have all over 
Ontario. I think they have the same power under a local act. 

11478a. But while Toronto has, I think, one license to about 940 or 950 inhabi- 
tants, the province generally has one to about 500; so that the proportion of licenses 
must be much greater in other places. Do you know of any special reason, except that 
the people do not wish to do it, why the number of licenses should not be reduced else- 
where /—I have no doubt it is owing to the comparative density of population. One 
license here would evidently serve 900 and odd people, whereas in the country parts it 
would take several licenses to serve the same number. 

11479a. How would it be in a city like Hamilton ?—Hamilton, I should think, is 
on pretty much the same footing as Toronto. 

11480a. And London ?—I do not know so much about London, but I do not know 
any reason why Hamilton should have a larger number of licenses to the population 
than Toronto. 

1148la. No reason occurs to you except the indisposition of the people /—Yes, the 
incdisposition of the people. 

By Judge McDonald : 

11482a. Your bank has a good many branches or agencies in Manitoba and the 
North-west !’— Yes. 

11483a. Do you know whether the change in the law there, by which the prohibi- 
tory system was abolished and a license law adopted, has made any change in the 
business of the community /—I think the license law has rather improved the standing 
of the people up there. It was very bad before. 

11484a. Have you been up there yourself ?—I have been up there frequently. 

11485a. You have visited the places where your bank had agencies ?—Yes. 

11486a. Was the prohibitory law in force when you were there !/—Yes. 

11487a, What was your experience of the working of it there ?—I thought it was 
very demoralizing. 

11488a. Have you been there since it was abolished ?—TI have. 
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11489a. From your observation, which state of things do you prefer !—From what 
I saw up there, I certainly prefer the present condition of things. But I do not think 
that is either here or there in regard to a general prohibitory law. The experience 
there was very demoralizing. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11490a. Do you know whether the permit system as it prevailed in the North-west 
had any effect in making the prohibition non-effective /—It did in this way, that it was 
very hard for a man to reconcile himself to the fact that one man who was a friend of 
officials, could have what he wanted, while he had to go without. I should think it 
would destroy the moral effect of the measure. But if I remember right, the prohibi- 
tory law there was not intended to remain after the Canadian Pacific Railway con- 
struction was finished. 

1149la. Do you know whether it had any effect at all during the construction 
period in lessening the disorders which are incident to the sale of liquor in the neighbour- 
hood of large public works ?—I have no doubt it had, and I think it answered its pur- 
pose in that direction better than was expected. But when applied to the country 
after settlement I think it was demoralizing. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11492a. Have you had experience of the working of a prohibitory law anywhere 
else than in the North-west Territories? Have you been in any counties where the 
Scott Act was in force’—In Oxford. It had a very bad effect, I am told, particularly 
in Woodstock. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


11493a. If a general prohibitory law were enacted, depriving the Dominion of a 
revenue of seven millions, depriving the Provincial Governments and the municipalities 
of the revenue they receive from the liquor traffic, and ruining the distillers and brewers, 
would not such a law do a good deal of harm to the country if it were not carried out ? 
—If it were not carried out, certainly I think it would do a great deal of injury. 

11494a. Do you think we should adopt such a law only if we had the greatest cer- 
tainty that it would be carried out /—The greatest certainty, and the necessary support, 
not of a mere majority of the people, but the sentiment of the whole people with a few 
exceptions ; otherwise I do not think it could be carried out. It would be much better 
to regulate it in the meantime and jet the sentiment grow in that direction. I should 
have mentioned that I think there should be more encouragement given to those who 
use liquors to use light wines in preference to stronger drinks, and that to that end 
light wines should be allowed to come in at a lower rate of duty. 


cy 


By the Chairman : 


11495a. What about malt liquor?—Malt liquors as well. I would in the mean” 
time encourage as much as possible the use of malt liquors and light wines as _ substi- 
tutes for drinks that are more injurious. 

11496a. Do you think that everything that tends to improve the condition of the 
working classes in their dwellings and elsewhere helps to promote temperance among 
them!?—1 do. If the labouring classes are made comfortable at home, they are not so 
disposed to rush off to the corner tavern. 

11497a. What is your view with regard to parks and places of amusement for 
them?—I think that they add very much to their comfort and happiness, and take 
them away from temptation. 

11498. You consider them influences tending to sobriety !—I do, unless they are 
turned into beer gardens; I do not think they would be. - 


By Judge McDonald : 
11499a. Can you say anything as to the native wine industry of Ontario?—I know 


something about it. It has tended to promote temperance very much indeed, I think. 
The native wines I believe are not injurious if used in moderation, and they are used 
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in great quantities. I would be very sorry to see anything done that would injure the 
production of native wines in favour of the importation of foreign light wines. I think 
it would be unfortunate if anything of that kind were done. 

11500. You think it would be better to encourage our own wine industry /—Yes. 

11501a. I think you have branches in Western Ontario and on the Niagara penin- 
sula ?—We have four in the Niagara peninsula. 

11502a. And you find that the business of wine making is increasing !— Very much 
—and the value of the land is increasing. 


T. F. McMAHON, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chairman : 


115034. You are a physician ?-— Yes. 

11504a. Do you practice in the city of Toronto ?—Yes. 

11505a. How long have you been doing so ?!—About eight years. 

11506a. Are you a graduate of the University here 1—Yes ; Toronto University. 

11507a. Is yours a general practice, or have you directed your attention to any 
particular branch !—I am in general practice. I practiced three years in the coun- 
try before coming here. 

11508a. In what part of the country ’—In Fergus and Arthur in the County of 
Wellington. 

11509a. Had you the Scott Act in force there ?—It passed while I was there. It 
had not come into force when I left. 

11510a, Have you given attention to the liquor question at all’—Yes, I gave it a 
great deal of consideration a few years ago, at the time the Scott Act campaigns were 
going on through the country. 

1151la. You know the terms of this Commission, I think; is there anything you 
desire to say to us on the subject ?—I would desire to express my opinion as altogether 
opposed to any prohibitory legislation. I think the condition of the liquor traffic might 
be remedied very much. I believe that remedy would lie in another direction, how- 
ever, in the encouragement of the drinking of the natural alcoholic beverages as op- 
posed to the stronger distilled liquors, and in the passage of a good adulteration act to 
provide for looking after the purity of such liquors as are sold. I should be inclined to 
make the stronger beverages very dear, so that they would not be used to any great 
extent. I should like very much to see such retail establishments as we have, that is, 
the saloons and taverns, get a wine and beer license only, with a restriction as to the 
strength of the beverage they must sell. I believe that in countries where wines of 
natural strength are used, such as the south of France and Spain and Italy, you will 
find the most temperate people in the world, and an exceptionally healthy people. I 
believe that dyspepsia and the like are almost unknown amongst those people. 

11512a. Do you say that from any experience in those countries /—No, I have not 
been in those countries. I believe it both from conversation with those who have been 
resident there and from my reading on the matter. 

11513a. You have told us you are opposed to prohibition. Do you desire to make 
any statement of the grounds on which you found your opposition to it ?—Well I do 
not think it is a sin to drink alcoholic beverages. I object to any person interfering 
with my liberty to do that which I believe I have a perfect right to do. In the second 
place, I believe that it would be quite impossible to enforce any prohibitory law, be- 
cause the people of this country do not believe it is wrong to drink, and as long as 
they believe they have a right to do so I believe they will do so. I believe that in 
spite of prohibitive legislation liquor will be obtained, and even if it were possible to 
stop the manufacture and sale of it, I believe that a great many people would take to 
other stimulant narcotics. 


Davip R. WILKIE. 
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By Judge McDénald : 


11514a. We were told at London by a gentleman of your profession that in the 
section where he practiced nearly all the persons who had drunk beer—TI think he said 
all but one—had died of Bright’s disease, whereas the men who had indulged in the 
stronger liquors were not affected by it, or at any rate not at all to the same extent. 
As a professional man, what do you say to that !—My belief is that the drinking of 
alcoholic beverages has very little to do with Bright’s disease. 
11515a. What about beer ?—I make no distinction in that respect. I do not think 
it is an important factor in the causation of Bright’s disease at all. 
11516a. In your own practice have you found such a state of things to follow as 
that gentleman spoke of —I have not. 
11517a. Did you see the operation of the Scott Act in any county in Ontario }— 
To a limited extent in Halton while driving through there two or three times. 
11518a. What was your experience there !-My experience was that it was very 
easy to get liquor. 
11519a. Can you name any of the places in which you were ?—Georgetown, and a 
little village near Georgetown called Norval. 
11520a. You were not in Milton ?!—No. I was driving through there as a stranger, 
and I drank beer in both of those places. 
11521a. Are you able to say that the consumption of liquor in Halton was reduced 
during the time of the Scott Act /—I am not in a position to say. 
11522a. Can you as a professional man say whether there is any relation between 
the use of alcoholic drinks and insanity ; or, in other words, does the alcohol habit tend 
to insanity /—I think perhaps to a limited degree, I think such cases have occurred. 
I think, however, that the drunkenness is oftener the result of the insanity than it is 
the cause. 
11523a. Taking the natural alcoholic liquors, as you call them, as distinguished 
from the distilled liquors, how may they be rated or classified as a food !—I think they 
have a decided food value. 
11524a. Will you say in what way?—I think that a man may live with a very 
much smaller consumption of other foods if he takes, for instance, beer—the principal 
use of alcoholic liquors with a large number of people is to improve their digestion of 
other foods. 
11525a. Have you noticed at all whether much evil is produced by what is called 
the treating system at the bars /—I think there is. 
11526a. In case of the doing away with either the hotel or the saloon bar, which 
do you think it would be better to dispense with —I should be very glad to dispense 
with both bars ; but if I had to choose between them I should say dispense with the 
saloon bar, and put the business in the hands of respectable hotel-keepers. 
11527a. Would you prefer such a system as Mr. Wilkie advocated, that the public 
bar in hotels should be abolished, provision being simply made for people to get liquor 
there who wished to get it ?—I think it would be a good thing to have no public bar. 
11528a. Why '—Because I think it is there that the unnatural appetite is generated. 
I think men may use liquor in moderation for forty years and not get an unhealthy 
appetite for it ; but when one goes into a bar with a healthy appetite for a glass of beer 
and meets friends with whom he drinks perhaps three or four glasses it is there that he 
acquires the pernicious habit of using it as a narcotic. 
11529a. Then you think that a man who is a moderate drinker does not necessarily 
become an intemperate man !/—No more than a man who drinks a single cup of tea. 
11530a. We had a witness before us who told us that he had nevar known the case 
of a moderate drinker who had not become an immoderate drinker. What has been 
_your experience /—My experience is that I have known thousands of them. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1153la. Did you receive a series of questions from the Commission some time ago? 
—JI do not know that I did. I answered some questions, but whether it was to this 
Commission or some other I do not know. 
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11532a. Do you regard abstinence from intoxicants as compatible with the best 
health /—In individuals who are ideally healthy. I think a perfectly healthy man does 
not require alcoholic beverages. . 

11533a. And a man whose health is not perfect—should he use alcoholic stimulants 
by a physician’s prescription or at his own will ?—I think he is quite safe to be guided 
by his own individual experiences. 

11534a. According to his own idea of his need !—He must be guided largely by his 
own experience, I think, in the use of these beverages. 

11535a. Have you noticed which has the better chance of recovery in a severe ill- 
ness—a total abstainer or a drinking man?—If you make the distinction between a total 
abstainer and one who drinks to excess, I would say the total abstainer; but if you 
make the distinction between the total abstainer and a man who drinks in moderation, 
I think the one who drinks in moderation has an equal chance, to say the least. 

11536a. We find that this term moderation varies very much in its meaning ?— 
What is moderation with one man is not with another. A moderate use of alcohol I 
consider to be from two to four ounces daily—not as strong drink, however, which would 
be like using acetic acid instead of vinegar or theine instead of tea. 

11537a. Have you noticed whether the use of alcoholic liquor in moderation has a 
tendency to make the children of those who so use it liable to brain or nervous trouble 
in any degree, more than the children of abstainers ?—No, I think not. 

11538a. Insurance companies make a difference, I think, in regard to the habits of 
insurers !—Some insurance companies do, I believe. . 

11539a. Are you an examiner ?—I examine for one Canadian insurance company. 

11540a. Does that company make any difference !—Of course they will not take an 
immoderate drinker ; but they make no difference between moderate drinkers and total 
abstainers. 

11541a. Do they leave it to the discretion of the applicant or the examiner ?—To 
both. 

11542a. Ifa man declares himself to be a moderate drinker, is the examining 
physician supposed to make inquiries whether his drinking is moderate or to excess !— 
He is supposed to make examination of any special circumstances, and that would be 
part of the examination. 

11543a. Then I suppose each examiner has to determine what moderation is /—I 
suppose so. 


By the Chairman: 


11544a. Does he determine that after he has seen the applicant?—Yes. The 
physician has to answer certain questions ; for instance: Do you believe the applicant 
to be a temperate man? Do you find indications of the abuse of alcoholic beverages ? 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1545a. You think it would be well to encourage the use of wines and beers to 

the exclusion of the stronger alcoholic drinks /— Yes. 

11546a. Do you think that would be a sort of class legislation !—No. 

11547a. For instance, you said that you thought that no man ought to interfere 
with your right to drink what you thought it was well for you to drink. There are a 
great many prefer to drink gin and whisky to beer and wine. Would it be an inter- 
ference with them !—No, I think not. But the Government might so regulate matters 
as to encourage them to take what is best for them. 

11548a. Does that not involve the principle to which you object ?—I think not. 

11549a. You speak of France. Have you noticed that in recent years the increase 
of the alcoholic habit has been very rapid and general in France ?—Yes, in the north of 
France. 

11550a. To what do you attribute that ?--This has occurred not in the vine grow- 
ing districts, but where wine is dear. Where wine is cheap, I believe it has not 
occurred. 

1155la. Has it occurred to you that the use of wine has the effect on users of 


making them resort to whisky when wine is dear, and that therefore there is some 
T. F. McManon. 
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danger in the use of wine ?—No; I think there is a natural appetite under certain 
conditions for a stimulus, and if a man cannot get the stimulus that is good for him, he 
will take that which is not good for him. 

11552a. You said you “took some interest in this question in the Scott Act days. 
Were you active in those campaigns /—Not particularly, except in connection with the 
Liberal Temperance organization of which Goldwin Smith was the president. 

11553a. You are opposed to the Scott Act !—I was opposed to the Scott Act. I 
had never any financial interest in the contest. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


11554a. Do you believe that in the compounding or dispensing of drugs you could 
dispense with alcohol !—No. 

11555a. We have had some witnesses who have said that they would prohibit the 
use of alcohol even for medicinal purposes. What would be the effect of such a law ?— 
I think it would be utterly preposterous. I as a physician do not know how I could get 
along without alcohol. 

11556a. Can you prepare drugs without alcohol !—There are certain drugs you can. 

11557a. The drugs now generally prepared with alcohol ; could you prepare them 
without alcohol ?—Some of them you could ; some I believe you could not. 

11558a. Do you think that alcohol is absolutely necessary for medicinal purposes !— 
I believe it is as absolutely necessary as any one drug. I suppose if we hadn’t it, we 
would have to get along without it ; but our patients do better under certain conditions 
with alcoholic beverages. I believe the use of alcohol sometimes saves life. 

11559a. Do you think that insurance companies would insure the lives of moderate 
drinkers if they were convinced that moderate drinkers would all become drunkards ?— 
They would not. 

11560a. We had before us, I think, the agent of an insurance company who told 
us that moderate drinkers always became drunkards !—There are some people who hold 
strange views like that. I cannot agree with them at all, of course. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11561a. I suppose the use of alcohol by the medical profession does not touch the 
question of prohibiting the drink traffic !—It depends on how far the prohibitory law 
would go, of course. 

11562a. The prohibition of the importation, manufacture and sale for beverage 
purposes does not touch the question of the use for medicinal purposes !— Not necessarily. 

11563a. Have you observed whether the use of alcohol by the profession in their 
prescriptions is increasing !—TI could not say that. 

11564a. How many years have you been practising !—About eleven years. 

11565a. You are not able to say whether it is increasing or not?—I have not 
observed an increase in the use of it. 

11566a. Or any decrease !—I cannot say that either. I do not think there is much 
change in that respect. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11567a. Have you reason to believe that adulteration is practised to any extent /— 
I have. 

11568a. In what way?—I think it is a difficult matter to obtain pure wines, for 
instance. 

11569a. How about the Canadian wines ?—-I think they are excellent wines, but 
unfortunately too often sugar is added and fermentation is carried beyond the natural 
amount, and we get too much alcohol in some of them. 

11570a. How do they compare with foreign wines !—I am inclined to think that 
our Canadian wines are quite as wholesome. I have seen Canadian clarets that have 
done quite as well in certain cases of indigestion as foreign wines. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 
11571a. I think you said that you regard certain of these alcoholic liquors as food ! 
— Yes. 
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11572a. Is that opinion in accord with the best authorities /—I have examined a 
very large number of medical authorities on that subject, and I have found the opinion 
of the large majority to be that alcohol is a food. I think very few consider that it is 
not. There was a controversy in one of the old country reviews some time ago, on the 
subject, in which a great many of the highest medical authorities gave their opinions 
and that was the opinion of the large majority. 

11573a. There are quite high authorities who hold the other view, are there ?— 
There were some a few years ago, but some of them have since modified their views. Dr. 
Carpenter modified his views on that subject. 

11574a. Take Dr. Richardson, for instance !—He is an exception. But very few 
men of any celebrity agree with him. Such men as Sir James Paget, Dr. James Risden 
Bennett, Dr. Radcliff, Dr. Austie, and a very large number of others take the opposite 
view. 


By the Chairman : 


11575a. There has been a very large increase in the number of lunatics committed 
to the asylums of the province. In 1868 there were 273, whereas in 1891 there were 
923. Can you suggest any special cause for that great increase !—It appears to me that 
it is due to overwork, hard work, living at too fast a pace, and perhaps to some extent. 
to immorality. 

11576a. Is it a more general practice now to send insane people to the asylum than 
to keep them at home t—I think it is. I have not very accurate sources of information 
on that subject. 

11577a. There are always a number kept among their friends; that practice was 
more general a few years ago than it is now, and it would of course affect the figures, 
but hardily to such an extent as I have mentioned /—I think there is greater confidence 
in the management of the insane asylums now—that they treat the patients humanely. 

11578a. Do you think the liquor traffic is responsible for any considerable portion 
of the increase I have referred to !—Not for any considerable portion. In spite of this 
increase in insanity, drunkenness has very much decreased. If it is due to drunkenness, 
the decrease of drunkenness ought to be accompanied by a decrease in the number of 
cases of insanity. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11579a. You come into pretty close contact with a good many families 1— Yes. 

11580a. Have you observed whether the drink habit and traffic have much to do 
with the distress and poverty you find?!—A great deal; and poverty has a great deal to 
do with drink ; one acts on the other. I think poverty is often the cause of drink, and 
often it is the effect. 

1158la. Which is the oftener !—That would be hard to say ; I have not considered 
the point. I think that poverty, with bad food, badly cooked, is very often the cause 
of drink. When a man has not been well fed and feels weak, he looks for a stimulus: 

11582a. This point has been made, that if the homes were more comfortable and 
attractive, there would be less resort to the tavern. Have you observed whether the 
much resort to the taverns causes fewer comforts and less attractiveness in the homes ? 
—J] think there is no doubt about that. 

11583a. Have you observed whether the multiplicity of taverns and the facilities 
provided in these licensed places for drinking increases drinking !—Yes, with a very 
large number of places for the sale of drink, I think there would be more drinking than 
with a limited number. 

11584a. They make a trade for themselves ’—They make a trade for themselves, 
to some extent at any rate. 


The commission adjourned. 


T. FE. McMauon. 
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TORONTO, 26th October, 1893. 
The Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic met at 10 o’clock a.m. 
Present : Sir Josrpa Hickson, Chairman, presiding. 


JuDGE McDona.p. Rev. Dr. McLeop. Mr. G. A. GiGAautr. 


WILLIAM STARK, Inspector of the Detective Department, Toronto, on being 
duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chairman : 


11585a. Are you the head of the detective department /— Yes. 

11586a. How many men have you under your direction !—Twelve. 

11587a. Are you much about in the city ?—Not a great deal myself; my men 
are, more or less, the whole of the time. 

11588a. Do the reports come to you !—The reports all come to me. 

11589a. Do you consider that the provisions of the present law relating to the sale 
of liquor, are well enforced !—Fairly well enforced, I believe, in the city of Toronto and 
in other cities. 

11590a. Is there much drunkenness in the city !—There is considerable. 

11591la. How long have you occupied your present position ?—I have been over six 
years at the head of the detective department. 

11592a. Were you previously connected with the force ?’—-I have been connected 
with the force about twenty-five years. 

11593a. How does the present state of matters in regard to drunkenness compare 
with what it was, say, fifteen years ago?—There has been a gradual improvement. 

11594a. To what do you think that is to be attributed ?—To the better enforce- 
ment of the law and the efforts of temperance societies, churches and education. There 
has been a gradual reduction in the number of places in which liquor is allowed to be 
sold. 

11595a. Do you think much is due to the reduction of the number of licensed 
places /—Yes. 

11596a. Is there much illicit sale at the present time throughout the city —I do 
not think there is a great deal. 

11597a. Do you think it is more or less than it was ten years ago !—It is much less, 

11598a. Then a reduction in the number of licensed places in which liquor is 
legally sold, has not Jed to an increase in illicit sales!—No ; I believe not. 

11599a. Do you think there is much poverty and distress in the city which is 
caused by the liquor traffic !— Yes ; considerable. 

11600a. Do you think a very large portion of what does exist is to be attributed 
to intemperance !—I think so. 

11601la. Have you formed any idea as to how much of the total you would attribute 
to that cause ?—No; I could not give figures in connection with the matter ; I would 
not attempt it. 

11602a. Have you ever lived in a county or a city where the Scott Act was in 
force !—I have been more or less in the County of Halton. That is about the only 
county I have been in where the Scott Act was in force. 

11603a. What do you think was the effect of the enforcement of the Scott Act in 
the County of Halton, as regards drunkenness and offences against the law ?—I have 
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not the statistics, but I do not know that the improvement was very marked. Liquor 
was to be had, I think, by those who knew how to get it, at the time the Act was in 
force there. 

11604a@. Do you think that the enforcement of the Act had the effect of reducing 
drunkenness /— Well, I have very serious doubts as to whether the Act was enforced. 
If the Act had been enforced, as it was expected it would be when it was passed, I 
think the improvement would have been much more marked. 

11605a. You necessarily have some knowledge of what the police throughout the 
city are doing; do you think they are as zealous in arresting those who get intoxicated, 
as they were two years ago!—The policy of the department all along has been not to 
make arrests unnecessarily, that is, not to arrest people for drunkenness if they are 
capable of taking care of themselves, and not creating a disturbance. 

11606. Then we may conclude that if there is a deer ease in the number of arrests 
for drunkenness, the decrease does not result from a change in methods by the police ? 
—A. No. 

11607a. Have you given any attention to the question of prohibition?—A. Nota 
great deal. 

11608a. Have you formed any conclusion as to whether a prohibitory enactment 
would be an improvement over the present system ?!—I think it would. I am in favour 
of prohibition ; I think it would be an improvement if it was enforced. 

11609a. What kind of prohibition do you refer to?—Prohibition of the manufac- 
ture, importation and sale of liquor as a beverage. 

11610a. Do you think that the right of a ‘private citizen to import or to make for 
his own use, should be taken away IT would not go that far. 


By Judge McDonald : 


1161lla. Taking the class of criminals, or alleged criminals, with whom you have to 
deal as an officer, what do you find their habits to be as to temperance or intemperance ? 
—What we call habitual criminals are principally drinking men, but not drunkards by 
any means. 

11612a. They are not as a general thing total abstainers?—-No; you will very sel- 
dom find a criminal who is a total abstainer. 

11613a. They are generally drinking men ?—Yes. 

11614a. Now, what proportion of them would be men who drink to excess ?—As a 
rule, if they continue in that life, they develop into drunkards eventually. 

11615a. Do you find any difference in what would be called classes of criminals ?— 
Do criminals work in particular lines !—As a rule they do. 

11616a. One man would be a burglar and another man a forger 1—Yes. 

11617a. Taking criminals by classes, burglars for instance, what are their habits 
likely to be ?—As a rule you find them drinking men. 

11618. I am speaking now as to what you would call drunkenness ?—My experi- 
ence of criminals is that a criminal commences his career when young, very often when 
a mere boy. He continues to lead a sober life for some years, but he eventually loses 
his grip, he gets to be well known to the authorities, he is watched wherever he may 
go, he is dogged from place to place; he becomes discouraged and gradually developes 
into a drunkard. 

11619a. Do your remarks apply to other classes of criminals?—The same rule 
would apply. 

11620a. Have you had any experience in reference to the prosecution of liquor 
cases, as to getting evidence ?—I have not had any experience lately. Some years ago 
when license inspector of the town of Orillia, I had some considerable experience, and I 
found it an exceedingly difficult matter. 

11621a. Why !—People who would be in a position to give you information were 
very loth to give it. 

11622a. “To what do you attribute that !—I think their principal reason for not 
wishing to be mixed up in matters of that kind, was that they were afraid their busi- 
ness would suffer. 

WILLIAM STARK. 
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11623a. When you brought witnesses into court did you find that it was difficult 
to get satisfactory evidence from them?—Yes, if they are involuntary witnesses ; if 
they are witnesses you have to compel to come to court, there is a difficulty. 

11624@. Did you find a greater difficulty in such cases than you find in ordinary 
cases !—Yes, chiefly for that reason. 

11625a. In other words, in other cases witnesses are more willing to give evidence 
than in liquor cases !—There is sometimes a difiiculty in other cases too. Take, for in- 
stance, a case of larceny, burglary or murder, there is a general disposition on the part 
of people to keep back, they don’t like to be mixed up in matters of that kind. 

11626a. Is there not a disposition in cases of larceny and burglary, upon the part 
of persons who have been injured, to put forward testimony !—Yes, the people immedi- © 
ately interested. 

11627a. But in the case of liquor prosecutions, I suppose there is no person who is 
so directly interested as to come forward voluntarily, unless it is the official himself ?— 
No. 

11628a. Now, when witnesses do come in liquor cases, what opinion did you form 
as to the reliability of the testimony they give !—I believe there is more perjury in con- 
nection with liquor prosecutions than in any other prosecutions in court. 

11629a. Do habitual criminals, such as burglars, forgers, and men of that character, 
resort much to saloons and places where liquor is sold /—Yes, they do ; that is generally 
where you find them. 

11630a. In which place are you the more apt to find them, in a saloon or a hotel ? 
—So far as Toronto is concerned, you do not find them usually either in a saloon or a 
hotel, for this reason: In Toronto licenses are limited to a certain number; there are 
always more applications for license than can be granted, and the License Commissioners 
are exceedingly particular as to the character of the man to whom they give a license ; 
and if his place is known to be a resort for criminals, the chances are that he will lose 
his license. The License Commissioners ask the police every year for a report on the 
character of the different licensed places in the city, and if there is any man whose place 
is known to be a resort for people of that class, and if the attention of the Commissioners 
is called to it and the facts substantiated, then he will lose his license. So criminals get 
very little encouragement in these licensed places ; in fact, most of the hotel and saloon 
keepers won’t have them about their place at all. 

1163la. The Chief of Police in Hamilton, in giving his testimony before the Com- 
mission, said if he got word from a distance to look after some man who was charged 
with such an offence, he would look after him in a hotel, not because liquor was sold in 
a hotel, but because, being a stranger, the man when he came to the city, would very 
probably go to a hotel. Now, in Toronto, the class of which you speak, who are not 
allowed in hotels, must be local criminals I suppose ?—Yes. 

11632a. Well, how in regard to strangers who would come in !—That would apply 
to absconders, men wanted for embezzlement or forgery, men who have been respectable 
where they have lived, but who have perhaps stolen the moneys of their employes, 
embezzled funds, or committed forgeries, or something of that kind, and have cleared 
away, you would be likely to find these people about the leading hotels, and under 
assumed names, possibly. But we would not look for an ordinary thief or burglar in 
our leading hotels. 

11633a. Would these men know what resorts to go to when they got to the city ? 
—Yes, there is a sort of fraternity amongst them. Tor instance, one of that class going 
from here to Chicago, knows before he leaves here just exactly where he is going. 

11634a. He finds out men of his own kind and stays with them’?—Yes. For 
instance, take the thieving class in Buffalo, Detroit, Chicago and those places who come 
to Toronto, they know just where they are going to before they start out. 

11635a. Now, if you got word with reference to a man of that kind from Chicago, 
Detroit or Buffalo, in what kind of a place would you look for him in Toronto ?—I would 
look for him among people of his own class, and I would expect to find him about the 
low dives and resorts for that class of people. 

11636a. And that class of people in Toronto do not get licenses !—No. 

21—45*** 
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11637a. How do you find the license places in Tcronto compare avith those in 
other cities that you have known ?—First class, I say that the hotel people of Toronto 
as a class will compare favourably with the hotel-keepers in any other city on this con- 
tinent. 

11638. I understood you to say in answer to the Chairman that you would favour 
a prohibitory law if it were enforced /—Yes. 

11639a. What is your opinion as to the capability of the successful enforcement of 
such a law ?—I do not think it would be enforced under the existing circumstances. 

11640a. What are the existing circumstances /—Outside of cities where expensive 
police forces are maintained, there is nobody to enforce it. 

11641a. You think it would require a strong force of men to enforce that law 
throughout the country 7—I think it would only be successfully enforced through a Pro- 
vincial Police Force, a constabulary force organized somewhat on the principle of the 
Trish Constabulary. Those entrusted with the enforcement of laws in country places 
are business men for instance, the village constable or the license inspector—is a busi- 
ness man, as a rule, in the place where he lives, and is mixed up with the people of the 
village in business relations and family relationship ; and you cannot get him to enforce 
such a law unless he is compelled to. 

11642a. You have said that the illicit traffic in Toronto has been brought down to 
a very small compass !— Yes. 

11643a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law, do you believe there would 
be more places selling liquor illicitly than are now selling legally ?—I think not so far 
as Toronto is concerned. 

11644a. You think the police force in Toronto would be able to cope with it !—I 
think so, I am satisfied they would. 

11645a. Are you able to tell us whether as a general thing the illicit sale of liquor 
takes place in houses of ill-fame, and questionable places of that kind ?—Yes, they all 
sell hquor more or less. : 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11646a. Does the police force find it necessary to watch the illicit sale very care- 
fully in order to prevent its growth /—They have to be constantly on the alert. "There 
is no doubt it would grow if they were not. 

11647a. But the police force succeeds in keeping it within very small limits ?—Yes. 

11648a. How many illicit places do you suppose there are in this city /—I would 
not like to say, I could not form an estimate. 

11649a. What is your impression as to the illicit sale by licensees, I mean the sale 
during prohibited hours !—It does not exist to any extent, there may be a little. An 
hotel man must know his customers very well before he will give them liquor on Sunday. 

11650a. He does not take any risk /—No. 

1165la. If he knows his man he does not particularly regard the law 1—We have 
evidence of that in the small number of arrests on Sundays. Take the police court 
calendar on Monday morning ; the number of drunks who have been arrested after the 
hour of closing on Saturday night, is very small. 

11652a. I think you said that the arrests for drunkenness do not include all the 
drunks who are on the streets, but only those who are disorderly, or incapable ?—That 
is all. But very often a policeman may come across a man on the streets who is per- 
haps able to go along, but the officer may know that he has money about him and there 
is danger of his falling into the hands of thieves ; and so for his own protection and the 
protection of his property, he is arrested. . 

11653a. Do you know whether all those who have hotel licenses are really hotels, 
or whether a good many of them appear to be hotels, but their chief business is the 
liquor business ?—T believe there are quite a number that are really not hotels but are 
purely drinking places. 

11654a. They comply with the conditions of the law as far as necessary to get a 
license ?—Yes, they do not pretend to accommodate travellers. 

11655a. Does the drink trade have to do with much of the crime that comes under 
your notice !—It has a great deal to do with the lesser crimes, for instance, street brawls 
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and assaults, wife beating, and such as that ; but for the more serious crimes I do not 
think it is responsible to the extent that many people suppose. 

11656. Still I think you said that criminals as a class are men who patronize the 
drink trade !—Yes, they are all drinking men more or less. 

11657a. Do you find that the lessening of the number of places for the sale of 
liquor has anything to do with the decrease in drunkenness that you mentioned ?—Yes, 
there is no doubt about it. 

11658a. If there were an increase in the number of licenses here, you would ex- 
pect an increase of drunkenness !—Yes. 

11659a. So that providing facilities for getting drink results in increased drinking 
and drunkenness !—In my judgment, drunkenness increases with the increased facilities 
for obtaining liquor, there is no doubt about it. 

11660a. So far as the trade can be restricted in that way, you believe the effects of 
the drink trade are lessened /—Yes, in so far as the trade is restricted by lessening the 
number of licenses, the effects of drinking are lessened. 

11661la. You spoke about involuntary witnesses giving unreliable evidence in 
liquor cases; do you find that involuntary witnesses in other cases are disposed to 
evade the facts ?—Some are, but many are not. 

11662. You think there is a larger proportion of crooked swear ing in liquor cases 
than in other cases !—Yes, that is my experience. 

116634. Do you account for that on the ground that witnesses who are given to 
the evasion are parties to the violation of the law?—No, but there seems to exist a 
feeling in the minds of some people, that in lquor prosecutions there is no harm in 
swearing to almost anything. I do not know why it is so, but that seems to be the case. 

116640. Do you find that to be the case amongst men who are os wise reputable? 
——Well, I have often been surprised to hear them give evidence. 

116652. But the larger proportion of those who make these strange statements 
are men from whom you would not expect a great deal!—A large proportion belong to 
the class that are in that line of business, the illicit dealer and his companions. 

11666a. Have you given any attention to the effects of the drink trade upon _busi- 
ness and industrial interests ?—No, I have not. 

11667a. Have you considered its effects upon the social conditions !—Yes. 

116684. I think you said that it is responsible for a good 
think so. 

11669a. Just what are the duties of the twelve men who are under your control ? 
—The prevention and detection of crime generally. 

11670a. Crime of all kinds !—Yes. 

11671a. But particularly the graver crimes !—Yes. 

11672a. And in that business the men are under your control and direction ?— 
They are under my immediate direction. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


11673a. Do you think the license law is pretty well observed on Sundays in Tor- 
onto !—- Yes. 

11674a. You said there was an illicit sale of liquors in houses of prostitution ?—Yes. 

11675a. Have you any houses of prostitution in Toronto 1—Yes ; I would not like 
to say we have none. 

11676a. Then the police has not succeeded in suppressing them ?—Not altogether, 
They succeed in keeping them within reasonable bounds, I think. 

11677a. If we had prohibition, do you believe a creat deal of liquor would be 
smuggled in ?—There would be more or less. I do not think that any law can be made 
absolutely prohibitory. Take, for instance, the law against murder, the law against 
theft, they are being violated every day. I have no doubt that if we had a prohibitory 
law there would be ‘smuggling, and perhaps an illicit distillation, and illicit sale, too, to 
a certain extent. 

11678a. I think you said you did not believe that prohibition could be enforced ? 
—I said under existing circumstances. Provisions would have to be made for the en- 


forcement of it. 
21—453*** 
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11679a. Do you believe a prohibitory law would be violated more frequently than 
the criminal laws ?—I would not say that, I would not go that far. 

11680a. Do you believe that people look upon the act of taking liquor, as being as 
reprehensible as theft and murder !/—Perhaps some do, the great majority of people do 
not. Most temperance people look upon drinking liquor as a crime in itself. I do not 
go that far. 

1168la. Have you been in any country where a prohibitory law is in force /—I have 
not. 

11682a. Do you believe that the Scott Act was not violated oftener than the law 
against theft or murder !—Yes, but as I said before, I do not think the Scott Act had 
what you might call a fair trial in any county in which it was passed, because there was 
really no person to enforce it. The enforcement was left to local men who were so tied 
up by local interests, and family relationships and that sort of thing, that they were not 
in a position to enforce it. 

11683a. But if public opinion had been strongly in favour of prohibition, why did 
they not ask the authorities to appoint competent officers to enforce the law !—I think 
when the public passed the law and succeeded in getting it on the Statute-book, they 
considered their duty was done, and that the enforcement of the law was a matter for 
the law officers. 

11684a. Don’t you think it is ridiculous to enact a law and not to see to its en- 
forcement ?—Certainly it is, but I do not think the responsibility in that case would 
rest with the community who passed the law, I think the responsibility rests with the 
authorities who failed to carry it out. When once a law is placed upon} the Statute- 
book, it is my duty as an officer of the law, no matter whether that law meets with my 
approval or not, to enforce it while it is there. I have no right to question the wisdom 
of placing it there. 


By the Chairman : 


11685a. Whose duty was it to enforce the law under the Scott Act 1—It was left, 
as I understand, largely to the local officers of the different municipalities. 

11686a. And were the municipalities unwilling to incur the expense of enforcing 
the law ?—You find the municipalities unwilling to incur any expense, as a rule. 


11687a. But is it your opinion that they were unwilling to incur the expense of 


enforcing the law !—-Perhaps they were not unwilling altogether ; but sometimes the 
municipal officers and members of municipal councils are under obligations to the liquor 
interest for the votes, perhaps, that placed them in their position. Now, there is a case 
that is brought to trial. Money is required to push the prosecution, and the question 
comes up, is the municipality going to vote that money? A majority of the municipal 
council, perhaps, may personally be willing to vote that money, yet they are afraid to 
show their hand for fear it will affect them afterwards. 

11688a. Then on the whole they are unwilling to incur the expense of enforcing 
the law. If the municipal council represented the will of the people, and if they did 
not incur the necessary expense, would we not be justified in concluding that they were 
unwilling to incur that expense for the purpose of enforcing the Scott Act /— Perhaps 


they were not so unwilling to incur expense as to incur the displeasure of parties who. 


are on the other side of the question. For instance, I have given you my experience in 
the matter when I was License Inspector in Orillia. Prosecutions were instituted in 
several cases, and I failed to prove them, the cases were dismissed with costs and the costs 
came out of my own pocket. In other cases where a conviction was secured, it was 
carried from court to court. The municipal council, or a majority of them, were willing 
enough to vote money to carry that matter through the different courts, but they did 
not want to incur the displeasure of the whole liquor interest. The consequence was 
that outside parties had to subscribe money to carry the matter through the different 
courts. 

11689a. Then they were willing enough to vote for the Scott Act, but not willing 
to enforce it themselves !—For that reason, the fear of the liquor interest. 

11690a. They desired to see the law enforced, but they were unwilling to incur the 


expenses !—They were willing enough to incur the expense, but they seemed to say: “It 


is your duty to enforce the law and not ours.” 
WILLIAM STARK. 


= 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ONTARIO. 709 


1169la. Whose duty !—The License Inspector’s, the local officers. 

11692a. I understand you to say it was the duty of the municipalities to enforce 
the law ?—Yes, the local officers. 

11693. But they did not enforce it !—They did so far as they could. 

11694a. But in the case you have just stated it does not seem to have been a lack 
of ability but a lack of disposition?—When you institute proceedings with a view to 
enforcing the liquor law, you are not only striking the individual against whom you are 
proceeding, but you are striking against the whole trade, because the trade, as a rule, 
are organized and stand at each other’s back ; and you have to fight the liquor interest of 
the whole community. 

11695a. And the municipal authorities were unwilling to do that ?—TIn so far as 
my experience went, they were willing to do that had it not been for the pressure that 
was brought to bear upon them by the liquor interest. As soon as a case is appealed to 
another court and application is made to the municipality for money to carry it on, the 
liquor men go to the different members of the council and say, “ Now, you have no right 
to vote money for this purpose, and if you do, you will see the result when election day 
‘comes round.” 

11696a. The result was that the municipal authorities were unwilling to proceed ? 
—They were not unwilling. . 

11697a. Why did they not proceed ?—Simply because they were intimidated. 

11698a. Then they were unwilling to proceed in face of the intimidation !—In face 
of the intimidation, yes. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


11699a. Is it for that reason that you come to the conclusion that a general prohibitory 
law could not be enforced ?—A prohibitory law can never be enforced when the enforce- 
ment is entrusted to men, as I have said,who are bound up in social and business rela- 
tionships with the general community. or instance, take a village or a town, where the 
chief constable is perhaps, a mechanic of some kind. He has business relations with 
people in the village, and you cannot expect a man in that position to incur the odium 
of enforcing the law. 

11700a. In the North-west they had a prohibitory law and they had a Mounted 
Police to enforce it, but according to the evidence which has been given by a good many 
witnesses, the prohibitory law was not enforced there. Do you not think that the 
Mounted Police were fit men to enforce such a law, seeing that they were strangers and 
and had no relation or friends there !— If the question with the police was how not to do 
it, then the enforcement of the law would be a failure ; but if the police were in sufficient 
number and approached the matter with a sincere and honest desire to enforce the law, 
then I see no reason why it should not be enforced. Butif the question with them 
was how not to do it, then I can quite understand the failure. 

11701la. How do you account for the fact that it was not enforced !—That is the 
only conclusion I can come to, that the authorities were not sincere in their desire to 
enforce it. I have never been in the North-west myself. 

11702a. Do you not think that when the authorities,who are themselves responsible 
to the electors, do not do their duty, when they do not do what the majority of the 
electors desire, they should be dismissed and replaced !—My experience in enforcing the 
law is that the further you can have the officials entrusted with its enforcement, 
removed from the electors, the better for the enforcement of the law. 

11703. Then do you not think that if the electors really wanted the prohibitory 
law to be enforced, they would have compelled the authorities to do so?’—They might 
not. The electors, as a rule, are business men who have their own affairs to attend to. 
When they. put the law upon the Statute-book they consider their duty is done. They 
say then, we have officials whose duty it is to enforce the law ; we have our business to 
attend to, we have done our duty, now let the authorities do theirs. 

11704a. Do you think the electors would support a government who would not 
punish murder, theft and other crimes ?—There are a great many crimes that are never 
punished. I do not think 50 per cent of the crime committed is ever punished. 
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11705a. Can you give a direct answer to my question—do you think the electors 
would support a government who would not punish crime ?—Well, the government 
might go a good way before they would be called to account by the electors. With the 
great mass of the electors, it takes considerable to overcome their political leaning. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11706. You think it was a mistake to leave the enforcement of the Canada Tem- 
perance Act to the municipal and local officers /—Yes. 

11707a. Do you think the observance of the Sunday provisions and other prohibi- 
tions of the license law in Toronto, is attributable in any degree to the faithfulness 
of your officers /—To some extent, and there is another reason. As I have already said, 
the competition for licenses here is so strong that men in the business feel that they 
cannot afford to take any chances, they cannot afford to have the idea get abroad that 
their place is run in a loose fashion. 

11708a. But if the police authorities were less faithful, you think there would be a 
looser observance of the law !—Certainly. 

11709a. Do we understand you to believe that with proper officials a general pro- 
hibitory law is enforcable !—I think it is. 


By Judge McDonald: 


11710a. We have been in a number of places, both in the United States and 
Canada, where prohibitory enactments have not been carried out, but in those places 
the police have sworn that they did their utmost to carry out those laws, and they found 
that that particular law could not be enforced. Now, assuming. that that evidence is. 
true, how would it affect your opinion as to the enforcement of. the law ?—It does not 
affect my opinion at all. 

1171la. You think these men must have been mistaken in thinking they did their 
utmost !—I would have serious doubts. If they were sufficiently strong in numbers I 
should be inclined to doubt the sincerity of their efforts. 

11712a. So they may have done the best they could, but there may not have been. 
enough of them to carry out the law ?—Yes, that might be. 

11713a. In the villages and country districts where they have rural constabies, is 
there a difficulty in enforcing ordinary criminal laws ?—Yes. 

11714a. In what way ?—For instance, a crime is committed in a village or town. 
There is a constable, he may be a constable for the county. He is not a salaried officer 
at all, he is paid by fees. He is perhaps a working man, a shoemaker, a blacksmith or 
carpenter. Possibly murder is committed. He leaves his work and starts out in pur- 
suit of the murderer. May be he follows him over the country for a week or a month,, 
and does not succeed in arresting him. He comes back to his work, and he gets 
nothing for his efforts. 

11715a. Very well. Now, he makes that effort and the community is at his back 
in doing it, that is, they wish him to succeed !—So far as their good wishes are con- 
cerned, he is all right. 

11716a. Now, do you find that the man who leaves his work and goes off to find 
offenders against the liquor law has the good wishes of the people with him to the 
same extent !—I do not think he has. 

11717a. Do you think he has behind him any assistance on the part of the com- 
munity that amounts to anything!—No; what he has behind him is perhaps the 
sympathy of those who are in favour of the enforcement of the law. They find the law 
is being flagrantly violated. They say to him, you are the constable ; it is your duty to: 
see that the law is enforced. If you do not attend to the matter we will have to attend 
to you. Perhaps he starts out, but all the while it may be a question with him of how 
not to do it. Perhaps the officer himself is out of sympathy with the movement. He 
may be interested in the business ; possibly his relatives are interested in the business. 

11718a. Now, does a prohibitory law, and the enforcement of it, stand upon a 
different basis entirely from the criminal laws of the country in regard to the sentiment 
ot the people towards those laws !—I think if the whole matter of the enforcement of 
the law were in the hands of a properly organized police, the general public would view 
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it differently. A man accepts prosecution at the hands of the police with much better 
grace than he will from anybody else. 

11719a@. Would you have a police force for that special law !—No. 

11720a. You would have a regular constabulary for the whole country !—Yes. 

11721a. I think you mentioned the Irish Constabulary as an illustration /—Yes. 

11722a. Would they attend to all infractions of law ?—The enforcement of all 
criminal laws. 

11723a. You have not quite answered my question put a moment ago. Do you 
think there exists in the community as a whole a different public sentiment respecting 
the enforcement of liquor laws from what exists respecting the enforcement of other 
laws !—I think that feeling exists largely on the side of those interested in the business. 

11724a. How about the rural districts !—I am speaking of the rural districts. 

11725a. Take the case of a murder being committed in the rural districts, or theft, 
or almost any offence of that kind ; is not the community of one mind in approving the 
law that punishes those crimes, and in assisting to enforce it /—Yes. 

11726a. Does that state of sentiment exist in regard to liquor laws ?—Not to the 
same extent, it is not a universal sentiment. 

11727a. You said that after men had voted for the Scott Act and put it upon the 
Statute-book, they then left it to itself. Have you considered why they did not go 
further and try to secure the enforcement of it /—Because they did not consider it their 
business. They have their own business to attend to and do not consider that they are 
responsible for having brought the Act into force. A great many of them are men in 
business, and they do not want to incur the displeasure of those who are in the trade. 

11728a. But that trade has been put an end to by the Scott Act, has it not ?— 
Yes, but the people are still there. 

11729a. The people who were engaged in it?—Yes, they are still there, their 
- friends are there, and perhaps the customers of those very business men who have been 
the leading men in the Scott Act movement. 

11730a. But the temperance people have taken it away from them ?—That was 
the idea, but they did not perhaps succeed in doing it. 

1173la. But would not they incur the odium of which you spoke !—No, because 
a great many of those in business did not seriously object to the course taken by promi- 
nent Scott Act men, because they did not think it would be enforced. 

11732a.* You think the men in the traflic thought it would be enforced /—They 
did not think the other side was sericus. I know myself men who were in the business 
and they told me they did not care whether the Scott Act was carried or not, there was 
nobody to enforce it if it was carried, and it was not going to hurt them. That is the 
view they took of it ; whereas if we had a properly organized police, they would perhaps 
take a different view of it. 

11733a. I understand you to say that you cannot speak from actual experience of 
the state of things in the North-west ?—No. 

11734a, Or as to what the police force there may have been?!—No; I have no 
knowledge. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


11735a. You say you would like to have a force like the Irish Constabulary to en- 
force a prohibitory law ?—For the enforcement of alllaw. Apart from prohibitory law 
altogether, I believe it would be in the general interest of the community to have an 
organization of that kind. 

11736a. If we had prohibition do you think it would be necessary to have members 
of that force in every place?—Well, not exactly in every place, but you would 
have to have them scattered over the country in the principal towns. Those in the 
towns would have supervision over the villages and rural districts as well, all working 
from the central organization. 


hy Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11737a. Does it occur occasionally that in the case of even so great a crime as 
murder, a large portion of the people are in sympathy with the criminal !—Very often. 
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11738a. I remember reading not long ago of a case in the Province of Quebec where 
a man had committed a murder, and it was a long time before the officer could arrest 
him on account of public sympathy with him !—It sometimes occurs when a murder is 
committed that people will furnish the murderer with means of getting away—not very 
often, but there are cases. 


By the Chairman : 


11739a. What class of murders do you refer to?—I cannot particularize any class. 
Sometimes one man will kill another under very great provocation, strike him a blow 
without, perhaps, intending to take his life, and the sympathies of the community wéuld 
be with him to that extent, particularly if he is a popular man. 

11740a. But that would be a case of manslaughter, would it not /—Well, the man 
who committed the act views it as sufficiently serious to warrant him in getting out of 
the country. 

11741a. In case of a murder being committed arising out of some political matter, 
a portion of the public might sympathize with the offender ; but in case of an ordinary 
cold blooded murder, do you find any one aiding the guilty man to escape except some 
near relative /—It depends upon what you would call a cold blooded murder. Take, 
for instance, a case that occurred in Elgin or Kent three or four years ago, in which a 
fellow named Wilson deliberately shot a girl coming out of church. I could not say in 
that case that he was deliberately assisted out of the country, but he got away all the 
same. ‘There were scores of people coming out of church, the murder was committed in 
their midst, and there was no man to take hold of him and prevent his getting away. 

11742a. Do you think it would be better to have an organized police force to look 
after all the crime in the country /—Yes. 


11743a, You would remove it then altogether from the municipal authorities? 
Wes: 


WILLIAM H. ORR, recalled. 


I would like permission to make a brief statement to the Commission. The other 
day I appeared here and gave evidence in connection with the charities of the city. I 
have since been reported by one of the Commissidners to have stated-—and perhaps it 
has been so entered in the report—that I believed that every man who was a moderate 
drinker ended by becoming a drunkard. I did not intend to make any such statement 
as that. I think it possibly grew out of somebody asking me, what is the main cause 
ot drunkenness, and I think I answered, moderate drinking. I possibly may have been 
misunderstood, and if so, I wish to make that correction. 

THE CHAIRMAN.—The statement you have made will go on the official records of 
the Commission. 


/ 
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ROBERT DAVIES, Brewer, Toronto, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


11744a. 


What is the name of your firm?’—The Dominion Brewing Company. It 


is an incorporated company. 


11745a. How long has that business been carried on ?—Since 1878. 

11746a. Was it then under the same name ?—No. 

11747a. What was the name when business was first instituted /—Robert Davies. 
11748a. Have there been other changes since then?—There have only been the 


two names. 


11749a. 
11750a. 


The present name is The Dominion Brewing Co., Limited. 
What liquors are manufactured by that company !—Ale and porter. 
Do you manufacture lager beer?—No. We did at one time, but we do 


not at present. 


11751a. Do you send travellers out ?—Yes. 

11752a. Over what extent of country is the business carried on ?—From Vancouver 
to Quebec. 

11753a. How long have you carried on the business outside the Province of Ontario ? 


—For the last ten years. 


11754a. 


many of the 


11755a. 


) 
Your business was in . operation at the time the Scott Act was in force in 
counties of Ontario !/—Yes. 
Can you tell us whether your business was affected by the fact of the Scott 


Act being in force, as to the quantity of your liquors that you sold !—When the Scott 
Act came into force we were doing a draught ale business, in wood, principally ; but 
when that Act came into force it changed the whole shape of our business. 

11756a. In what way ?—We could not ship our goods into the country because 
everybody would see it, and the orders would come in for them to be delivered in bottles, 
in flour barrels, in packages without any labels on. During the time I was in a small 
business up town here, the business kept increasing and we had to make more improve- 
ments. Before doing so, having heard a good deal about the Scott Act and its effects, 
and all that sort of thing, I thought it not wise to spend a great deal of money until I 
ascertained the facts all over the country. I travelled for two or three months, from 
Maine, down in the east, to Vancouver, and I became satisfied in my own mind that 
the people were not sincere and honest in the business, and when I got home I built a 
new place, with the result that it has been running ever since. We are now doing a 
large bottling business. 


By the Charman : 
11757a. What year was that in ?—That was in 1878. 


By Judge McDonald : 


117580. At the time the Scott Act was first made a Statute /—When it was in 
force in all the counties. 

11759a. Was it not at a later date than 1878? 
by the Dominion Parliament !—It was since thew. 
’ 11760a. Have you continued the bottling business since on the same license !— Yes. 

11761la. You got into a line of business which you have continued !—Yes. 

11762a. Did the orders that you got during the Scott Act period, come mostly from 
dealers, or did you get them from individuals ?—Private individuals and dealers. 


The Scott Act was passed in 1878 


11763a. From private individuals for home consumption !—For home consumption. 

11764a. What quantity would generally be sent out in such cases /—Bottles in 
barrels. 

11765a. How many bottles go into those barrels !—Four or five dozen in a barrel. 

11766a. Would the barrels look like flour barrels !—They were. 

11767a. Headed up regularly /—Yes. 


11768a. 


the party to 


And simply addressed as any package might be ?—Just to John Smith or 
whom intended. 
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11769a. Did your output increase during that time !—Yes. 
11770a. Have you the figures with you sg. I will read the figures to you :— 


Year. Imp. Galls. 
SS te tog Dhie phe teen ieee ne ee nae ya Rhake tte Caen ee Coe 700,000 
Ice tos Wits RENE uns cai COR Fath Semin tear UPAR Lh Pen TRA Ue ic tel fe 718,000 
Liha me ant beta hat OT A ee I a OAL Ue UA oo As hb 713,600 
DESO oe aie Mere TeN Ce ie ocvar hc Tal G ee aes eae Ob eevee 660,000 
US SO a earn ee. aia SME eet ae enon ei Cok etl 8 Og 740,000 
Dorel (eoaA aN Ala igre re RRC Gane co RM SRR Cat ey APA cS Nn 930,000 
TOSS yee, eset cg lege egies hence os Sine dachls aaa ae POR ne eR ata 1,190,000 
ihe sote Beach aide okie ald Ss MN RIG Capit, AS 9 A) 1,369,000 
PS QOS iceae Nesey peice ores saat ste ee ane ee ae 1,193,000 
VS Aare oe cot iaehoee eure red Act nl trig ot Lan ae ee ea 1,200,000 
Uh Va aes ols RA oe te ee rena PUT aL ENE eA 9? Eadie bra Seat Oo ares 1,147,000 


11771la. In what year was the change made in the name of the firm ?—I am under 
the impression it was 1889. 

11772a. Was more capital put in then ?—No. 

11773a. Were steps taken to enlarge the business itself ?—Yes, when the com- 
pany took it over, the stock was capitalized for $1,200,000. 

11774a. Taking the breweries of Ontario how does yours rank in the amount of 
business done ?—I could hardly tell you that. 

11775a. Are there others that have as large an output !/—Yes. 


By the Chairman : 


11776a. Are you not one of the largest /—I am one of the largest. I do not know 
what output the others have. ; 


By Judge McDonald : 


11777a. Can you tell us whether there are many other breweries in Toronto !—Yes. 

11778a. How many do you know of !—There is our own, Reinhardt’s, O’Keefe’s, 
Cosgrove’s, the Ontario, a small one by the name of Ball, and the Toronto Brewing Co. 

11779a. What kinds of grain are used by you ?—AII barley. 

11780a. Is the barley of Canadian growth ?— Yes. 

1178la. And has been throughout all these years 1+ Yes. 

11782a. Have you any ficures as to the barley which you use 1__We have used in 
the Dominion Brewery, from 1882 to 1892, 700,000 bushels, for which we paid $204,000. 

117832. How about the malt 1—We make our own malt altogether. 

11784a. Then you pay duty-to the Government !—Yes. 

11785a. What duty have you paid to the Government during the ten years !/—I 
have not got that here. We pay 2 cents a pound. We pay about $150 a day. 

11786a. How many hands do you employ /—120 the year round. 


By the Chairman : 


11787a. When you say $150, do you mean that amount of malt duty /—Yes. 
11788a. Is there any duty on the ale or beer ?—No ; it is all on malt. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11789a. Can you tell us what the wages of these men come to yearly, in round 
figures /—$80,000 a year. 

11790a. You use hops, I suppose /— Yes. 

1179la. Are the hops raised in Canada ?—Mostly Canadian. 

11792a. What was the value of the hops for the whole period /—About $100,000 
for the whole period. 

11793a. Do you buy your bottles 7—Yes ; we have no bottle manufactory. 

11794a. Do you carry on any business in wood at all /—Yes ; largely in wood. 

11795a. You make your own barrels or kegs !—Yes ; we have several coopers work- 
ing all the time. 

Ropert Davies. 
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11796a. Do you buy the wood that is used for these packages !—The cooper buys 
the wood. He buys the oak and drys it, and makes it into wood. 


By the Chairman : 


11797a. Where does it come from principally /—About Chatham, London a 
Petrolia. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11798a. I think you made lager at one time /—A. Yes. 

11799a. Was there any particular reason for giving up the manufacture of lager ? 
— A. The business did not seem to increase to my satisfaction, and the desire was for 
beer at that time. 

11800a. Is it not a fact that there are a good many lager breweries now through- 
out the country /—A. Yes. 

1180la. May that have had some effect, do you think /—A. It is more trouble- 
some, and I found that we had quite business enough without that. 

11802a. Were you a supporter of the Scott Act ?—Of course you had no oppor- 
tunity here in the city as an elector, but I mean, did you favor the measure !—A. 
No. 

11803a. We have found in other sections of the country brewers whose output in- 
creased during the Scott Act period, yet who opposed it when it was introduced, and 
favoured its repeal, and they gave us their reasons. Can you tell us what your reasons 
were for not favouring A. Well, when the Scott Act came into force 
we had but a few small breweries in the country, and since that time they have all been 
reopened. We find great difficulty in having to compete with so many people outside 
in asmall way 

11804a. Still, your output appears to have increased from year to year ?—A. Yes, 
it has from the time we started. 

11805a. Yet these small men were also in business !/—Yes. 

11806a. I may tell you that one of these men, Mr. Labatt, of Brockville, told us 
that he attributed the increase of his business partly to the fact that where the Scott 
Act was in force the tavern-keepers, being afraid to risk putting in a large quantity, in- 
stead of dealing with western brewers, bought small stock from him? There were 
small brewers all over the country. 

11807. Your business still increased, though. Do you think the Scott Act had 
any effect upon it one way or the other /—No, there was just a steady increase. 

11808a. Did you have any difficulty in making collections from people in counties 
in which the Scott Act was in force /—No. 

11809. The people did not repudiate their liability for the purchases /—No. 

11810a. Of course, you were not selling from a Scott Act district !—No, and that 
made a difference, we were in a better position in that way. When we got orders in 
the city we were within the limits of the law. 

11811lq@. In case a prohibitory law were enacted, prohibiting the manufacture of 
ale and porter in the Dominion, would you have plant and machinery which would be 
rendered useless !—We would. 

11812a. And buildings rendered useless /—Well, useless for certain things ; but 
we would have certain machinery that would be entirely useless. We have casks 
worth over $100,000 that would be rendered useless. 

11813a. Have you made an estimate of what your loss would be by the deprecia- 
tion in the value of your property ?-—No, I have not. 

11814a. What do you say as to the barrels!—The barrels would become useless. 
We have invested in barrels from $100,000 to $125,000, the wood work alone. 

11815. Have you had any experience in the working of a Epa iOry law !— 
Nothing more than my visit through the country. 

11816a, Did you visit the counties in which the Scott Act was in force poe 

11817a. Name some of them ?’—York, all over this country here. 

11818. York had the Dunkin Act, I think ?—I visited Halton. 
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11819a. How did you find things in Halton?’—Well, we sold more beer in the 
County of Halton during that time than ever we have since. 

11820a. Was any of it sold to dealers ?—Some to dealers, some to druggists, and 
some to private individuals. 

11821la. To what do you attribute the increased sale of your ale in Halton ?—I 
cannot account for it in any other way than this, that when you tell a man he shall not — 
have something, the desire to have it seems to grow stronger. 

11822a. Did you visit any other county than Halton ?—I could scarcely say. 

11823a. Had you personal observance of the working of the law in those counties 
from being in them ?—Yes, I was familiar with it. 

11824a. What did you see ?—I was there when they were trying to work the 
repeal of the Scott Act in Halton, and any one who wanted liquor could get it. There 
was no difficulty about it. 

11825a. Did you yourself take part in the contest in Halton /—I went up to see it. 

11826a. 'To obtain the repeal of the Act ?—Yes. 

11827a. Your own sales had increased in the county ?!—Well, I was opposed to 
the Act upon general principles. It was not what business I made out of it, but it 
was for general principle.- 

11828a. Taking your experience of the working of that law, and your experience 
of the license law which we have now in Ontario, which do you think is preferable? 
—A license law. Having heard some of the evidence this morning with regard to 
illicit houses in Toronto, I want to say that I have not sold any beer to an illicit house 
for the last ten years ; I would not sell to them for the reason that they buy mostly 
whisky that can be carried in bottles, or something of that kind. I have not sold any 
to any unlicensed house nor to any man whom I supposed would sell it in an unlicensed 
house. Whatever liquor these parties got, they did not get it from the breweries. 

11829a. Do you believe from your knowledge of the trade in Toronto, that the 
licensed houses try to prevent the illicit sale?—I do. I have heard several complaints 
from licensed dealers. When a hotel-keeper near by has complained to me, I would 
say, report him to the Commissioner. You have it allin your own hands. There is no use 
in stopping here and seeing the man selling next door to you, knowing he is violating 
law. Inform the Inspector. 

11830a. In some sections we have been told that it was the licensed men in the 
traffic who actually supplied the lquor to men for unlicensed sale in their own com- 
munity. Have you known of such cases?—I think you might find that among the 
stores, not among the hotels. 

1183la. But these were hotel-keepers !—That would be in the country, probably. 

11832a. Have you known any such cases !—No. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


11833a. You say the Scott Act increased your business in Halton county !—We 
had a general increase. 

11834a. In what year did you build the new place ?—In 1887, I think. 

11835a. I think you said you found it a little difficult to ship into a county under 
the Scott Act /—In large draught packages, we did. 

11836a. What you did-ship you had to send under cover, in flour barrels ?—No ; 
we ship in the same way to-day. 

11837a. Don’t you ship kegs and barrels now?—That is what we call draught 
cases, large puncheons. 

11838a. Do the cases and the barrels indicate their contents now ?—Yes. 

11839a. But then they did not !—We use the cases, the same barrels. 

11840a. I think you said something about flour barrels ?—We buy them here flour 
barrels and sugar barrels. 

11841la. Do youship that way now !—We ship that way now. - 

11842a. Without anything to indicate the contents /—At the time of the Scott Act 
we did not have anything to indicate our trade marks at all. Now, our trade mark is 
on the barrels. 

RoBert Davies. 
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11843a. Was it necessary at that time to avoid putting a trade mark on the barrel ! 
—lIt was just as well not to let the general public know. 

11844a. Then in that way the law did have some effect on your business ; it made 
it secret, did it not ?—-It did not affect us in the output. . 

11845a. But still it affected the manner in which you shipped into those places 1— 
It might affect the label on the barrels. 

11846a. What was the reason for that difference ’—Well, it was not well to tell 
everybody what somebody else was doing. 

11847a. But now you regard it as well to tell everybody.—We are getting the 
benefit of the advertisement now. 

11848a. You did not get that benefit then ’—No ; not then. 

11849a. Are we to understand that any large amount of your business began 
with the Scott Act ’—It was growing while the Scott Act was in force. We were 
placing our product in a large number of counties here, and we have had no serious 
difference in our business. 

11850a. I notice from 1882 down to 1886, there was practically no increase. In 
1885, the output was the smallest of any year, only 660,000 gallons.—In 1886 there 
was a little difference, when the grippe epidemic came on. 

1185la. They drank less beer then !—They drank more whisky. 

11852a. I suppose you hope the grippe will not come again?’—No; not in our 
line. 

11853a. Notwithstanding that your business increased steadily, you favoured the 
repeal of the Scott Act /—Yes. 

11854a. And you made some effort in that direction t—Yes. 

11855a. Now, can you tell us why !—On general principles. I did not believe in 
legislation of that kind. 

11856a. But if the legislation did not interfere with your business, but rather in- 
creased it ?—There is always a certain amount of honour at stake in doing business. If 
the Scott Act was not there, it would be more pleasant to do business. 

118574. Your opposition to the Scott Act, I suppose, was quite disinterested ; it 
was purely on principle /—That is all. 

11858. And your opposition to prohibition would be as disinterested, I suppose ? 
—(No answer. | 


By Mr. Gigault : 


11859a. Could you give us in round figures the valuation of your establishment and 
plant !—Our capital stock is $1,360,000, and the whole is invested. 


By the Chairman : 


11860a. Have you a bonded debt or mortgage !—No, we have the three stocks, we 
have the debenture stock, the preference stock, and the ordinary stock. 

11861. Can you tell me in what years there was the largest number of counties 
under the Scott Act !—I could not tell you from memory. 

11862a. I think you said you went to Maine !—Yes. - 

11863a. To what place did you go?—I went to Portland. 

11864a. Did you go to Bangor ?—I came through there. 

11865a. What did you ascertain in Bangor !—I had no trouble in getting any- 
thing I asked for. . 

11866a. Was there open sale in that town /—Open sale. 

11867a. At what hotel did you stop in Portland /—I forget. It was a large hotel. 

11868a. Was it the Falmouth ?—It was a large hotel in the city. 

11869a. Or the United States ’—I could not tell you. I went out to Orchard 
Beach and stopped there. Everybody seemed to have all the whisky they required. 
It did not seem to make any difference to them. 
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By Mr. Gigault : 


11870a. Do you remember the name of the hotel where you stopped in Bangor ?— 
I do not. 

11871a. Did you go to Lewiston !—I could not tell you now. 

11872a. Can you give me the price which you paid for the barley which you bought 
for making malt ?—I am now paying 45 cents. 

11873a. Last year what was the average price ?— About 46. 


By the Chairman : 


11874a. You say all your barley was purchased in Canada ?—Yes, within 20 or 
30 miles. 

11875a. What would be the effect of the discontinuance of the use of barley for 
malting purposes, upon the farming or the agricultural interests /—It would have a 
serious effect. . 

11876a. Do you think the farmer could readily substitute some other crop for 
barley !—No. 

11877a. Could he find a market elsewhere for his barley if he continued to pro- 
duce it ?—Not at the present time. Owing to the tariff on the other side it is impos- 
sible for him to send his barley there, and the only thing he could do with it is to feed 
it. Atthe present time the price of beef is low, and it requires other feed besides 
barley to make the cattle grow. 

11878a. Could he ship it to England !—Not profitably. 

11879a. Could he feed pork with it /—Yes. 

118802. Would that be a profitable use of it /—I do not think so. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


1188la@. You think there is no use to which he could so profitably put it as to 
liquify it?I do. Yes. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11882a. Do you not find that in Ontario a large number of farmers have given up 
barley growing and have turned their lands into pasture, so as to carry on a dairy busi- 
ness, sending their milk to cheese factories !—The dairy business has increased around 
Toronto within 20 or 40 miles, and also further out. 

118830. Are there many cheese factories in the neighbourhood of Toronto !—None. 

11884a. The milk is mostly sent into the city for sale /— Yes, sent in every morning. 
I have spoken to a number of farmers, and they say they were in a much better position © 
when barley was grown, for then they had a sure crop. 

11885a. Do you sell the grain after you have got through with it?—Yes. We 
sell the grain to the milkmen throughout the country. 


By the Chairman ¢ 


11886a. Is the hop industry a large one now in Canada ?—Very large. 

11887¢. From what district do you principally get your hops’ —From Prince 
Edward, near Belleville, Georgetown, Galt, some at Milton, and some around the 
Peninsula. 

1188&¢. Are any hops shipped from Canada to the United States or Great Britain 
at the present time !—-Not at the present time. Some have been shipped to England, 
but not to any great extent. 

11889a. Could farmers readily substitute some other crop for hops /—I suppose 
they might ; but there are certain lands better adapted for hops than anything else. 
In eastern Ontario they are very prolific, but in our neighbourhood we have not got 
any. A good many hops are grown around Prescott. 


Ropert DaAvIEs. 
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J. J. KELSO, Guardian of Dependent and Neglected Children, Toronto, on being 
duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By Judge McDonald : 


11890a. What official position do you hold at present ?—I am Superintendent, or 
State Guardian of the Dependent and Neglected Children in the Province. 

1189la. You have been appointed under an a of the Ontario Legislature passed 
last session !—A. Yes. 

11892a. Before being appointed to that position were you connected with what may 
be called humane ike in relation to children?—Yes, I was connected with the 
Humane Society for five or six years, and also the Children’s Aid Society. 

11893a. In connection with the Humane Society, was it part of your duty to look 
after animals and see that they were properly treated!— Yes. 

11894. And those who ill treated animals were punished for doing so !—Yes. 

11895a. In the other line of your business, you are brought into contact with 
“Yes. IJ was in newspaper work for the last eight years 
in connection with the Globe and also with the World ; and I did a good deal of police 
court work. 

11896a. From your experience have you found that any great cause of neglect of 
children has been owing to intemperance on the part of the parents or guardians ?— 
Yes ; I am satisfied that I owe the position I now hold to intemperance and drunken- 
ness on the part of so many people. I am satisfied that fully three-fourths of the 
children who need the attention of the public, are reduced to this state through the 
drunken habits of their parents, which lead to idleness and indifference. 

11897a. Have you observed that idleness leads to drunkenness /—I have met afew 
cases where men have told me that they were driven to drink because they had been 
looking all day for work without finding it, and were so despairing at the end of the day 
that they resorted to drink. 

11898a. That is enforced idleness ; but | am asking whether men of idle habits 
are apt to drift into intemperence !—I think it is the other way. I think drunkenness 
causes idleness. 

11899a. And has this drunkenness been the cause of a great deal of suffering 
among children ?—Yes. 

11900a. Have you noticed in the discharge of your humane society work whether 
drunkenness is the frequent cause of ill- treatment to animals ?—Yes, drunkenness is at 
the foundation of nearly all cruelty. When aman gets drunk he will be more cruel, 
and the cruel traits of his character will come out more prominently than when he is 
sober. 

11901a. Is that the case both with regard to the treatment of his family and of 
animals ?—Yes, I have known mothers who, when they were sober, really idolized their 
children, but when they got drunk they would lock them out in the street all night, or 
would send them out to beg and encourage them to steal. When the curse of drink was 
on them, I have known mothers to send their children out at ten o'clock at night to 
beg. I have known them to take the clothes off their children’s backs and sell them 
at a pawn shop ; but when these mothers were sober they would not dream of doing 
such things. ; 

11902a. Have you noticed whether there has been a decrease of intemperance in 
Toronto 1—Yes, there has been a steady decrease of drunkenness. 

11903a. Do you find an increase of temperance habits and temperance sentiment 
in the community /— Yes. 

11904a. Do you find that growing stronger from year to year /—-Yes. 

11905a. Have beneficial results come from that change of sentiment and of habit ? 
—I think so, but the class I am interested in do not seem to benefit as much as the 
general community. 

11906a. Can you tell us where the class of which you speak obtain the liquor 1— 
They obtain it from the ordinary saloons and stores. I think there is a common custom 
of women going to stores and buying ale and so on, or a bottle of whisky. For in- 
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stance, there is one store in St. John’s ward, which certainly should not be there ; it is 
in the poorest neighbourhood of the city. Women will go in there and buy a large 
bottle of whisky and carry it off with them, and three or four of them will finish the 
bottle in a night. 

11907a. Do you go around much through the city in the discharge of your duties ? 
—-While I was on the newspapers my work took me among that class of people a great 
deal, and I was frequently out until midnight. 

11908a. Have you reason to believe there is much illicit sale of liquor in the city ? 
—TI think there is a good deal. I think there will always be more or less of that in 
the best governed coyntries. 

11909a. As the result of your observation, do you believe the Saturday night and 
Sunday law is well observed ?/—Yes, I do. 

11910a. What are your present duties /—My present duty is to see that justice is 
done to neglected children. Under this new law, when parents prove themselves un- 
worthy to continue their relationship to the children, we propose, as far as possible, to 
take the children away from them, and provide them with a home in the country, so as 
to save them from the evils into which their parents have fallen. 

1191la. Is there any statement you would lke to make yourself in connection 
with this subject /—My knowledge of this work came more in connection with the 
Fresh Air Fund. Some six years ago I started a Fresh Air Fund to take the poor 
children out in the summer and give “them a holiday in the country. JI found an im- 
mense number of cases of families containing from six to ten children each, and the 
father in nearly every case had dcserted the family. On one trip we had as many as 
fifteen families where there were from six to ten children in each, and in no case was 
the father supporting them. After he had two or three children he would get out of 
work and get to drinking off and on, and in that way he would spend neatly all the 
money he earned. Then when things began to get too warm for him, and he had a 
great deal of trouble at home through not supporting the children, and his wife. would 
get angry with him, he would leave ‘the country. Then the mother was compelled to 
support the children, and she would take in washing, or go out washing. Nearly all 
these small boys that are getting into trouble all the time, belong to families which 
have been deserted by the father, and the mother is compelled to go out washing in the 
day time, when there is no parental control, or no one to look after the children. In 
nearly every case I have inquired into, there has been something of that kind. I was 
talking with a washer-woman some days ago. This woman had nine children, and her 
husband had left her. He had got tired of supporting his family, and one day he 
packed up and went away and left her. Now, it is very hard for her to keep those 
children straight. She is not at home to see that they go to school, and she is not there 
to see when they come home. They mingle with other children on the streets, and stay 
out till late at night, aud the mother is helpless. Under the new law we can take 
children of that kind and give them homes in the country, where they will be properly 
brought up, and employment will be found for them. In the first place, we want to 
compel the parents to do their duty, but failing that, to take the children and give 
them an opportunity for development. 

11912a. Have you considered the question of the enactment of a prohibitory law ? 
—Well, I am in rather a curious position in regard to that. I am not personally very 
strongly i in favour of prohibition, because it seems to me to interfere with the liberty of 
the subject rather too much ; it would be very difficult to carry out a prohibitory law. 
At the same time, recognizing the evil and knowing the immense amount of misery 
that is caused by drink, particularly to young children, I would vote for prohibition and 
work for it to-morrow. I believe that if we could lessen the drink habit it would be a 
general benefit to the community. I would not be in favour of any measure to reduce 
the sale that did not at the same time reduce the manufacture, because as long as 
liquor is manufactured in such immense quantities, it seems to me that it must be sold in 
some way. When I was in Chicago I was struck with the fact that although there was 
an immense amount of drinking, I saw nodrunkenness ; and I attributed it to the fact 
that the people drink beer and lager very generally, and very little whisky ; whereas 
in this country we drink more whisky than anything else. In a bar in this city eight 
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out of ten men will drink whisky. Now, if you can encourage the people, if they will 
drink at all, to drink lager or beer instead of whisky, I think it would be a step in the 
right direction. 

11913a. As a result of your observation in Toronto, going about the city a good 
deal as you do, do you believe there are now more licensed taverns in this city than are 
needed for the requirements of the travelling public?—Yes, I think we could do 
with a less number easily. 

11914a. Have you reason to believe that some of these licensed hotels are merely 
drinking places !—Yes ; I am satisfied that nearly all of them are only drinking places ; 
at least, there is an immense floating population going in and out of them, simply to 
drink. They are practically saloons, although they may have beds and give meals. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


11915a. How many children have you under your supervision ?— The law contem- 
plates that I should have supervision of all the neglected and dependent children. 

11916a. How long have you held that position ?—-Six months, since the new Act 
was passed. 

11917a. How many have you actually had to deal with so far ?—My work so far 
has been in organizing the work and addressing meetings. I do not personally deal with 
children so much as to get others to deal with them. My duty is to organize Children’s 
Aid Societies. 

11918a, Still, you have general supervision /—Yes, my duty is to encourage others 
to look after neglected children. 

119194. You have knowledge of the children who are provided for by these local 
organizations !— Yes, we have in Ontario 4,000 dependent children in our refuges. 

11920a. Are they supported by Provincial funds ’—They are supported by 
municipal grant, by government grant, and by private charity. 

1192la@. Do you know how much the support of those 4,000 children costs ?—A. 
It costs on a rough calculation, $150,000 at the very least. The returns submitted to 
the Government showing the cost is over $125,000, but that is for maintenance 
alone, and is outside the cost of the buildings. 

11922. Have you any figures with which you could furnish the Commission ?— 
No. 

11923a. Are there any public reports bearing on this subject?—There are returns to 
the Government of the number of institutions, the cost per head and so on. They are 
printed in the public accounts. I could supply one of these. 

11924a. We would be very glad to have you do so. Do you find that offences 
against women and children are in a large degree attributable to the drink habit ?— 
Not so much offences against them as neglect of them, causing those children to be 
thrown as a burden on the general community. 

11925a. Tn your police court work for several years, what impression was made 
upon you as to the relations the drink traffic bears to the crime that you observed and 
poverty and distress generally ?—I was thoroughly satisfied that nearly all those 
crimes were committed when the criminals were more or less under the influence of 
liquor. I found that a good many of the lower thieves would prime themselves with 
whisky before they would commit these thefts. Of course the professional burglar 
would need to have more nerve ; but the less experienced ones nearly always blunted 
their sensibilities by drink. Then, of course there is drunkenness among the women, 
which in itself is ten times worse than men, because’ it causes them to lose their 
natural instinct and feeling, and they become thoroughly degraded. prea 

119264. Do you find there is much drinking amongst women ?’—Well, I see 
more of it perhaps than a good many would, because we see many of these women at 
the fresh ‘air excursions with their children, and although we try to prevent them 
bringing bottles of whisky with them, we do find cases where we have actually to take 
the bottles from them. Then if we go'to a summer resort these women will go to a 
hotel and seek to get liquor. There is a good deal of drinking among this class of 
women who neglect their families. 

21-46 
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By the Chairman : 


11927a. I think you said you would vote for a prohibitory law ?—Yes, I would 
vote for anything that would lessen drunkenness. 

11928a. Have you come to the conclusion that a prohibitive act would lessen 
drunkenness !/—I think the more difficult you make it to get liquor, the larger the 
number of people who would not get it. 

11929a. Would you prohibit the manufacture and importation entirely except for 
medicinal, mechanical and sacramental purposes!—Yes,I think that is the only way to 
reach it. I think we are manufacturing far too much. If we did not manufacture so 
much, it would not be so cheap, and therefore would not be sold so extensively. 

11930a. Have you in the course of your experience had occasion to examine into 
the condition of things in the State of Maine under the prohibition they have there ?— 
I have been there, but I do not know anything about it. 


GEORGE T. DENISON, Police Magistrate, of the City of Toronto, on being duly 


sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chairman: 


1193la. How long have you held your present position?—From about the first of 
June, 1877. 

11932a. Have you any assistant, or do all the cases come before you in the police 
court /—All the important cases come before me. For the last two or three years Mr. 
Baxter has been trying some of the city by-law cases in the afternoon. I sit in the 
morning, and he has the afternoon court three times a week. 

11933a. Has the number of cases coming before your court increased or decreased in 
that period, taking into consideration the large increase in the population of the city? 
—TI have never figured that out. There are more cases now than when I was first 
appointed, but that was a good many years ago. The city has doubled in population 
since then. 

11934a. Has crime increased or decreased ?—I could not tell you that without 
looking at the records. The records are made up by the Chief of Police, and you can 
easily tind them in the report of the Chief for each year. I have not carried them in my 
mind. 

11935a. Taking the crime of drunkenness, do you think that has increased or de- 
creased?—I could not tell you that without looking at those reports. I have not looked 
at them for some years. 

11936a. Then you are not prepared to express anopinion as to whether there has been 
an improvement in the city in that respect /—I could not say without looking over the 
records. It does not interest me; I do not bother to look after that. In fact, when 
the reports are sent in at the end of the year I do not read them over. 

11937a. Area large proportion of the cases which come before you, those that arise 
out of drunkenness and infringements of the liquor law!—That also is all catalogued. 

11988a. Can you say from recollection whether a large proportion of them are of 
that character ?—Well, I would like to look at the figures on that point also, because 
they are al] classified. There is a full catalogue of every offence, showing the drunks by 
themselves. 

11939a. Do you make any report to the city?—The Clerk of the Court does that, 
and the Chief of Police. 

11940a. This report is made from your court to the authorities in Ottawa?—The 
criminal statistics are made out by the Clerk. 

11941la, Can you tell us the practice of your court in this matter. Suppose a man 
is brought in for an assault on the streets, and he is charged with that in the police 
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charge, I suppose the police make up a charge sheet, do they not?—Yes, he would be 
put down as an assault. 

11942a. Suppose it was discovered that he was intoxicated, would he be tried for 
intoxication as well?—No; if he was charged with assault he would be tried for assault. 
It might come out in the evidence that the man had been drunk, but there would be no 
record kept of that. A man will sometimes say: I did strike the man, but I was under 
the influence of liquor or I would not have done it. There would be no record kept of 
that. 

11943a. Occasion would not be taken of that to fine him for drunkenness ?—No, 
not in that case. I would fine him for the assault, but on a case of assault I would not 
fine him for drunkenness. 

11944a. We have discovered cases in which the charge entered on the police sheet 
has been enlarged, and the man has been convicted for two offences ?—How for two 
offences ? 

11945a. He may be taken in for assault, he admits that he has been drunk, and he 
is fined for both *—Well, I do not know that that has been done. 

11946a. I am not saying it has been done here; I say we have discovered such 
cases in other places ’—It struck me that was something rather new. 

11947a. What we desire to ascertain is whether the methods adopted in different 
places are uniform, so that we may know whether, in comparing statistics, we are com- 
paring like with like’—Such a thing might happen as a man being brought in on a cer- 
tain charge, and that charge being dropped and another substituted. Sometimes that 
is done. He might be convicted of two offences, but they would not both be on identi- 
cally the same facts—at least, that may be done in some courts, but I object to that. I 
generally take the most important charge, I do not see any use in accumulating them. 
Say a man commits an assault on the street ; if he is drunk when he does it, he commits 
an. offence against the by-law, and also against the Vagrancy Act. For fighting on the 
streets he is disorderly under another by-law of this city, and could be fined. If he 
uses abusive language when he hits a man, he is also liable under another by-law. But 
I never allow them to take more than one case, because I do not think the cases should 
be accumulated, one is covered by the other. It has not been customary with us in 
such cases to do more than take the assault, or the drunkenness, or the disorderly con- 
duct. 

11948a. I am not sure whether you said a report was made from your court to the 
city authorities —I said the Chief of Police makes a report and gives statistics of all 
the business done. He gives an absolutely full report of everything that is done 
through the court. That is reported by the Chief to the Police Commissioners, and the 
Commissioners forward that to the City Council, and it is published in the records of 
the Council. I see before me the report for 1889. I think in that year the offences 
were a little more numerous than they are this year. 

11949a. Then there has been a decrease !-—Yes. 

11950a. Can you tell us from those reports what the number has been in previous 
years?—I know in 1889 it was 11,587. That is the largest number since I have been 
a Magistrate. You will find it on page 12. 

1195la. Then there has been a gradual decrease since that year !—There has been a 
slight decrease. In 1892 the number was 8,991. 

11952a. And the population has been gradually increasing since that time, I sup- 
pose ?—Yes, generally speaking, but I think last year there was a slight decrease. I 
have a vague idea that the assessors this last year found there had been a small decrease. 

11953a. To what do you attribute the decrease in crime which those figures show ? 
—That I cannot tell you. Perhaps one reason may be that we established a new de- 
partment in the police force some years ago, called, I think, the outside morality depart- 
ment, and there was. a cruelty to animals department. There were special things told 
off to the special officers to look after. I think there was a great deal of activity in 
pressing large numbers of cases, and a good many more were brought up on that account. 
These outside departments would tend to increase the number of offences which are 
reported here. Then another thing, we had some years a great many snow cases, but 
last year we had hardly any on account of a new by-law. In 1889 there were 2,040 
breaches of the city by-law, and in 1892 1,389. Now the corporation clears the snow. 
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11954a. The reports of the Chief of Police show a large reduction in the number 
of arrests for drunkenness ; from that would you conclude that there has been a decrease _ 
in the amount of drunkenness in this city !—I should judge that there had been less 
drunken people on the streets. 

11955a. And that reduction does not arise from a change in the methods of arrest- 
ing and prosecuting ?—I do not know of any change. I have heard some people say 
that the police do not arrest so freely for drunkenness now as they used to do. I do 
not know whether that is true or not. 

11956a. Is the Chief of Police permitted to allow certain persons to go in the 
morning without trial ?—Not the Chief of Police, but the Inspector, and the Sergeants 
who have the power of Inspectors for that purpose. If the parties are up for the first 
offence they allow them to go without bringing them into court; but those are all 
recorded in the number of arrests. In fact they are marked in my book every morning 
and I see how many were discharged by Inspector so and so. 

11957a. Do you think the Commissioners would be justified in concluding that the 
decrease in the number of arrests is evidence that there is less drunkenness in the city 
than there was!’—Well, that is a matter of opinion. Of course, if there are less 
people drunk on the streets, I suppose there is less drunkenness, but I cannot tell. 
Quite a number of people might get drunk and keep in doors. But looking at those 
figures on general principles, that would be an assumption that anybody could draw. 

11958a. Has every one the same opportunity of observation that you have ?—TI do 
not observe. I have not been inside a tavern or saloon in this city since I have beena 
Magistrate. 

11959a. Are you in a position to gain an experience about these things from what 
occurs before you every day?—I can tell you from what comes under my obser- 
vation. J see no reason why those figures should not create a belief that there is less 
drinking going on, because when people get drunk on the streets they are arrested ; and 
if there are less arrests, the natural assumption would be that there are not so many 
people drinking. 

11960«. Do you think the reduction is to be attributed at all to the reduction in 
the number of licensed places within the city ?—I do not see how they would make a 
great deal of difference. If people want to get drink I believe there are plenty of places 
where they can get it. 

11961a. Are you disposed to think that the reduction in the number of licensed 
places had anything to do with the decrease which the statistics show to have taken 
place ?—That I could not say. 

11962a. I may say that I find in 1881 the arrests for drunkenness were 30:22 per 
thousand of the population ; in 1892, they were 19-19 per thousand of the population in 
the city of Toronto. That is a large decrease !—That indicates a reduction. 

11963a. Have you formed any conclusion as to the causes which led to that ?—I 
have never thought about it. J am not interested in any way, and it never struck me 
before. 

11964a, Have you given any consideration to the subject of prohibitive legislation? 
—-No; I have not. I have no view about it one way or the other. 

11965a. Have you any preference for a prohibitive law over a license law ?—I have 
no preference at all. When I went on the Bench I made up my mind that I was not 
going to interfere with anything of that kind, and I have not voted on anything of that 
sort. It is my business to be impartial, and I have tried to be impartial as much as I 
could ; and during all the years that people have been before me I do not think any- 
body could form any idea as to whether I was in favour of a license law or a prohibition 
law, or no law at all. 

11966a. Then, not having given it any thought, you have not come to any con- 
clusion !—I have tried to keep myself as free as I could. I act as a judge. I think I 
can fairly leave those theories to other people ; I have made up my mind not to con- 
sider them. 

11967a. We had the Chief Justice of Quebec before us, and he did express an 
opinion on the subject.—I have an objection to expressing’ any opinion, and I ‘have 
avowedly refrained from coming to any decisive conclusion on the Loe TL simply 
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have not bothered my head about it. . If the Chief Justice of Quebec had had as many 
cases as I have where people are brought before me holding strong views on opposite 
sides, he would probably come to the conclusion that it would be just as well not to 
have any decided views. 


By Judge McDonald : 


11968a. Have you had any experience of a prohibitory law, professing to prohibit 
the sale of liquor for beverage purposes !—We have never had anything of that sort in 
Toronto. 

11969a. Iam asking you whether you ever had any experience of such a law }— 
How would I have any experience about it. 

11970a. That is for you to say. Possibly you have been in counties where such a 
law has been in force ’—Well, if I had I would not know it. 

11971la. Then you have never been in any counties in Ontario where the Scott Act 
was in force, to your knowledge !—I may have been, or may not. I would not know. 
Most likely I have. I have been in a great many counties. 

11972a. Do you know whether you have been in any county where the Scott Act 
has been in force ?—That I could not tell you. If you will tell me the counties where 
the Act was in force, I can tell you whether I have been inthem. [might travel through 
a district or a county, and would not know whether there was a Scott Act there or not. 

11973a. Do you mean that so far as your knowledge goes you have not been in a 
county where the Scott Act is in force!—I do not mean to say that, because I have 
been in many counties. 

11974a. But I say, so far as your knowledge goes you have not been in a county 
where the Scott Act was in force !—I cannot tell you whether I have been or not. I 
have been ina great many counties in Canada. 

11975a. Well, so far as your knowledge goes, have you been in a county in which 
the Scott Act was in force !—Or in which it was not in force ? 

11976a. No, in which the law was in force in that county !—I do not know of any. 
But I may have been in a dozen, and would not know. it? 

11977a. So far as your knowledge goes, you have not been in any /—Most likely I 
have, because I understand there are a great many Scott Act counties, and I have been 
in a great many counties. 

11978a. Have you been in any county in Ontario at any time in which, so far as 
your observation went, you had reason to believe there was prohibitory law in force !— 
I think I have never ordered a drink in a tavern, and I would not know whether they 
sold liquor or not. 

11979a. Have you been in the State of Maine ‘/—Not for a great many years. 

11980a. Have you been in the State of Maine within the last forty years /—Well, 
forty years is a long while. 

1198la. I mention that period because the Act has been in force there during that 
time !—I arrived in Portland once from the old country, and got on a train and came 
through the State of Maine ; and I am not quite sure but that I sailed once from Port- 
land to Halifax. But I made no observations. I would not know whether there was 
liquor to be sold or not, 

11982a. You are not then in a position to give us information as to the working of 
a prohibitory law in any section?—No. Oh, yes, there was a prohibitory law in the 
North-west Territories. I was there during the North-west rebellion. 

11983a. There was then a prohibitory law in force ; how did you find it carried 
out 1—Now, you are asking me something that I do know a little about. Liquor 
was prohibited there, but it struck me that fellows who wanted it badly, got it. 

11984a. It was at the time of the North-west Rebellion !—Yes. 

11985a. How far did you go?—I went as far as Humboldt. I was in command of 
the communication there during the campaign. 

11986a. Were you at Regina !—No, I was at Fort Qu’Appelle for two days. 

11987a. Were you at Prince Albert !—No ; I did not go through Prince Albert. 
To show you the tricks the men resorted to to get liquor, I may say that my farrier 
sergeant came to me and asked me to send down for some horse medicine. Of course I 
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told him to make out his bill and send it down to headquarters at Winnipeg. He did 
so, and they were sent up. Before they came up I hada little suspicion, I thought I 
would like to look at this box of medicines; and I gave instructions if the box came to 
have it brought to my tent. It came and I opened it, and found it filled with whisky, 
all done up in bottles of colic drenches for horses—eighteen bottles, a big share of 
whisky. I knew it was contrary to law to have anything there, and I put the sergeant 
under arrest, and ordered a parade of the corps, and broke-all the bottles and poured 
the stuff out on thesnow. It created a thrill of horror among the gentlemen who liked 
that sort of stuff. In the North-west, I believe, that was the only instance in which 
the law was carried out with strict legality. A lot of them looked very thirsty while I 
was pouring it out. The point you get out of that is the schemes that people will con- 
trive to get whisky. That was what struck me in reference to that incident and one or 
two cthers. 

11988a. I suppose you have a good many men brought before you charged with 
drunkenness that come back time and again?—A great many. I had one man once 
who had been sent to jail over and over again by my father, when he was an alderman 
and used to holdcourt here ; and he had been sent by my grand-father a great many times, 
and I must have sent him, I suppose scores of times—that is the celebrated Harry Henry. 
The first time he came before me he said: You may send me down, your father and 
grand-father have done it often enough. 

11989a. Take a case such as that ; is there any reformatory influence upon the indivi- 
dual in short terms of imprisonment ?—-Harry Henry used to go about six months 
at a time. My impression is that he was not a dissipated man. I think he wanted to 
go to jail because he had no other home, and he was always kindly treated. 

11990a. Have you considered whether these men with whom alcoholism seems to be a 
disease, might be benefited by being sent for a long term to some institution especially 
intended for that purpose ?’—I do not know that you would succeed even then. 
With some of these people, the case seems to be hopeless. Their friends seem to do 
everything they can for them. It must be some sort of a disease or weakness that they 
cannot get over. 


by kev. Dr. McLeod : 


11991a. Sometimes a fine is imposed for drunkenness /—-Constantly. 

11992a. What is your usual fine !—For a common drunk, $1 and costs or 30 days. 

11993a. In some places they impose a much larger fine —Under the law, I might 
go as high as $50. 

11994a. Is the Monday morning fine different ’—No difference at all. 

11995a. In some places they double the Monday morning fine as if they wanted to 
emphasize the gravity of the offence against the Sunday law?—I would have all 
Saturday and Sunday cases up on Monday. 

11996a. In the many cases that come before you other than simple drunks, do you 
find a considerable proportion of them traceable to drink ?—I could not tell you that. 
There are some no doubt attributable to drink. 

11997a. Would they be a considerable percentage ?—That I could not tell, I keep 
no record. In the high classes of crime, the more important classes of crime, I think 
that men are much more temperate. 

11998a, For business purposes they are temperate ?—Yes ; they cannot do a good 
business unless they are temperate. 

11999a. Is there any official who could give us something like an accurate statement 


about the proportion of other crimes than drunkenness that are traceable to drink /—That 


would be impossible, because it comes in such an incidental sort of a way. A man is 
up for larceny and says, well, I plead guilty, but I was drunk or [ would not have done 
it. There is no record kept of his admission of drunkenness. 

12000a. Your general impression is that there is a proportion ?—Yes. 

12001la. Have you much juvenile crime ?—A great deal. 

12002a. For instance, petty thefts /—A great deal, it is the most serious thing we 
have got to deal with ; and if the gentlemen who are making the laws of this country 
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could devise some means that would tend to lessen crime among children, it would be 
a good thing. They worry me more than anything I have to do with. 
12003a. Girls as well as boys /—Girls and boys, both. 


By the Chairman : 


12004a. Do you speak of the offence. of drunkenness 1—No, not. drunkenness,, 
little petty thefts, all sorts of light offences. 


By Rev, Dr. McLeod : ; 


12005a. Have you observed sufficiently to enable you to-venture an opinion as_ to’ 
whether any proportion of this juvenile crime is traceable to the drink habit of the 
parents or guardians, and therefore the neglect of these children !—No, I do not think 
it is that. I do not know what it is, it is hard to say. © 

12006a. So you think it is hereditary !—No, I do not think that. The children 
are about on the streets and they get ideas of crime into their minds. I think the 
literature they read has a bad effect, these miserable little dime novels and _ penny 
dreadfuls that are in every shop of the city. The theatrical performances in the 
theatres they go to almost invariably show crime of all sorts, and these things, I 
think, have a very bad effect upon children, and what the race is going to be in another 
twenty or thirty years, if something is not done to stop this corrupting influence, I do 
not know. 

12007a. Do you think the practical nbandemmnont of these children to run about 
on the streets, is attributable to the drinking habits of their parents?’—That I could 
not tell. I do not know who their parents are. 

12008a. You have offences sometimes against women and children, husbands 
abusing their wives and refusing to support them. Do you know whether any propor- 
tion of these offences are traceable to drink ’—Yes, there are some such cases. 

12009a. Are there many cases before you of persons charged with illicit liquor 
selling !—_Yes, a great many. 

12010a. You think then that there is considerable illicit sale going on?—-I should 
say so. I fine a good many people for it. 

1201la. Do you find that licensees are sometimes charged with selling after 
hours ?—I have cases like that. 


By Judge McDonald : 


12012a. Did I understand you to say that juvenile crime appears to be increasing? 
It strikes me so. I have not looked over the records, but I have them before me all 
the time. I worry a good deal about the children, there are so many of them going 
into crime. J have sent hundreds of them to the Mimico school, and still the crop 
seems to be coming on all the time. 

12013a. We are told from all quarters that drunkenness is decreasing in the 
community !—I fancy it would be interesting to get a record of the ages of offenders 
between ten and fifteen years. In 1892 there were 603 between ten and fifteen, and 
767 between fifteen and twenty. There you see almost 1,400 young people in one 

ear. 

i 12014a. What proportion are girls !—As 15 to 85. In 1889 there were 561 aged 
from ten to fifteen years, and this year there are 603. Of those between fifteen and 
twenty there has been a decrease, because in 1889 the number was 1,024. My im- 
pression is that juvenile offences are increasing in later years, although there are a 
number of very trifling cases among these. 

12015a. Do you notice whether many children who sell newspapers on the streets 
come before you ?!-—Yes, we have some of them. 

12016a. Some police authorities think that children being so much on the streets 
selling newspapers, are more liable to go astray ?—We have a great many of those, a 
great many boys. I do not know what to do with them. We had them there to-day 
for throwing stones at railway trains. 
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By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


12017a. You have an Industrial school, have you not?!—Yes. I had a boy there 
this morning, the son of perfectly respectable people, more mischievous than anything 
else, and he was up for throwing stones at railway trains, a very dangerous thing 

12018a. Do you let them go sometimes on suspended sentences !—I let this boy off 
on a technicality this morning, after threatening him with the penitentiary. 


By Judge McDonald : 


12019a. Do you think a change in the law that would allow boys to be punished 
with flogging, would be beneficial!—Yes. It is an unpleasant sort of thing, but 1 think 
there are some cases where it would do good if the police were made to do the flogging 
in the presence of the Magistrate. One does not like the idea of using violence to child- 
ren in that way, but it may be necessary and beneficial. Sometimes I think it would 
be a good thing to apply the switch to wife beaters, because if you send them to jail you 
take the wife’s living out of her mouth. 


By the Chairman : 


12020a. I think you said that the number of juvenile offenders, you thought, had 
increased !/—From my memory. 

12021la. I see in 1889, the number between ten and fifteen years was 561; in 1890, 
653 ; in 1891, 547; and in 1892, you said there were 603. That would not indicate 
much change ; in fact, the figures in 1892 are a decrease from 1890?!—That may be, I 
have not looked them over. It just shows how impossible it is to rely on one’s memory. 
I had an impression that there was an increase. It may be that many of those in 1890 
were for trifling offences, such as breaking branches off trees, throwing horse chesnuts 
about the streets, and little things of that kind. 

12022a. Do you think it would be an improvement if some institution were estab- 
lished to which drunkards, convicted for a second or third time, could be committed and 
made to work, and be treated as for a disease, instead of being sent to the common jail? 
—Of course that would be a point for a medical man to decide, but if there is any 
efficacy at all in these sanitariums, I should be in favour of sending to them for treat- 
ment, not only persons who are convicted a second or third time for drunkenness, but a 
man who is known to be a habitual drunkard, say for a year, in the hope of saving him. 
I think there are plenty of institutions where they could be sent. 

12023a. Do you think it would be well to give the magistrate power to commit 
them to such an institution /—That would be in cases where people are habitual drunkards. 
There are some habitual drunkards who never come before my court. 

12024a. But Iam speaking of those who would be brought before the court !—A 
person came to me not very long ago and spoke about a relative that was drinking him- 
self to death, but there was no possibility of his ever coming to my court, and there is 
no doubt at all that he will be dead in a year or two if he goes on. 

12025a. Would it be well to have such places where a case of that kind could be 
dealt with on application of the man’s relatives ?—That is what I mean. I should think 
in cases of that sort it would be a grand thing to be able to send a man to some place 
where he would be cared for and treated medically as for a disease, and kept for a year. 

12026a. I suppose that you, like other police magistrates, have a large number of 
people coming before you whose faces are perfectly familiar, who come before you and 
are sent to jail, and come out and in a short time go back again, and all this several 
times a year /—Lots of them. 

12027a. I think you said that it was your view that the committals to jail had not 
much reformatory influence upon them; now, would it not be better to send these peo- 
ple to an inebriate asylum where they could be dealt with and treated medically, and 
at the same time be made to work ?—I think there are many cases in respect to which 
that would be an improvement over the present system. 

12028a. And I suppose it is a frequent occurence for you to meet these familiar 
faces in your court ?—Yes, they come seven or eight times a year. 
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12029a. Where they pass from the street to the jail, from the jail to the police 
court, from the police court to the cells, and from the cells back again on to the street, 
making a regular procession the year round /—Yes, they make the complete circuit. 


EUGENE O’KEEFE, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chairman : 


12030a. What is your business !—Brewer and maltster, 

12031la. Is your establishment in Toronto !—Yes. 

12032a@. Is it a company or a firm?—A company at the present time—the O’Keefe 
Brewery Company of Toronto, Limited. 

12033a. Do you make different kinds of liquor !—Yes, ale, porter and lager beer, 

12034a. Of which do you make the largest quantity /—Ale and porter. 

12035a. What number of men do you employ ?—At the present time we have 78, 
including the whole staff, travellers and all. That includes one who is coming on in a 
week. From 78 to 80 is about our force. 

12036a. How long have you been carrying on business !—Going on 32 years. 

12037a. Has it always been a company !—Oh, no, only within the last two years. 
It was O’Keefe & Co. before that. 

12038a. How much do you pay in wages?—I prepared the figures carefully last 
night. $50,914 a year, including expenses of travellers, which of course are charged as 
salary. 

12039a. Included in the seventy-eight are the office hands, I suppose !—Yes, the 
whole staff. We count our year from the Ist of September to the 31st of August. 

12040a. Have you the figures of the number of gallons of liquors you have 
manufactured !—Yes, for a portion of the time. I find that the lager beer accounts 
have not been kept by themselves—the quantities have not been added up. I will start 
at 1882-83 and give you the Imperial gallons of ale, including porter, up to 1886-87, 
after which lager is included. 


Ale. Imperial gallons. 
Met Swi cle gi aeanlen fy Seen te ec» Ra 285,086 
SSIS Of cemerter eee N nie eras nl AM Eons LRP Y's cc ABE eid 271,420 
S84: Suen pane pes Mote Satis arate anne Meets cus et adh EST Pe 303,229 
DSS DS Otani etter ve teRien reer + Fame metle Ake eee Pats tees 361,522 
SOOO Aree nee note eae ee ten REN ION Gg Sh WL es tle 408,892 

Ale and lager beer. Imperial gallons. 
RSS CS mes otek wien (Uicat ee ma his ete Maas abe eg souk 662,415 
PS SSS O Fearn penn OR Wet on SURE? SSL Sh ek ancien Man, Ted Sas 734,735 
MSI OO Seah gt ARMA TESS HRPM Deu. thea eun Sh BuolWeN RL Oy Whe PBs og 782,157 
LOO) ae nn eon Mee rernek vie A Set Aas imthes Ge Swat a 800,089 
1891-92 881,459 


120414. Is your product sold principally within the Province of Ontario !—It was 
up to a couple or three years ago, when we found it necessary to put out travellers to 
compete with our competitors, and our business has increased as a consequence. I 
fancy if it were not for that it would have fallen off. 

12042a. Where do you principally export to—I mean out of the Province /—We 
send it all through Ontario, also to Montreal, very largely in lager beer, and very little 
outside. We have sent some up to the North-west, but we found it was not a paying 
business—too much trouble. 
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12043a. What you sell outside of the Province of Ontario, I understand is sent 
principally to Montreal, and that chiefly lager beer ?—Yes, and some to Ottawa, ale 
principally ; to Montreal it is lager altogether ; -we sell ‘to a brewer there. » 

12044a. What do you use principally in the manufacture of ale and beer /—Barley 
malt. I presume all brewers in Canada do that. 

12045a. You use no grain but barley !—Yes, barley malt. 

12046a. You use hops, of course /—Oh, certainly, very largely. 

12047a. Do you make your own malt —Yes. During 1890 and 1891 we bought 
5,279 bushels, and last year we bought, for delivery this fall, 5,000 bushels of malt 
already made. 

12048a. Can you give us the quantities of barley you used !—From 1883-84 to 1893 
we bought 500,143 bushels and 41 pounds of barley, 48 pounds to the bushel. There 
would be an increase of about three per cent to convert it into malt. Besides that, we 
bought in the last two years 10,279 bushels and 34 pounds of malt. 

12049a. Is the barley you use all grown in Canada?—Yes, all Canadian barley. 

12050a. From what districts ?—We get it from all over, north, north east, east, 
not a great deal from the west. Our northern barley is considered very fine ; so is the 
Bay of Quinté, but we get very little of that ; it goes principally to Montreal. Our 
northern barley is so fine that our American friends pay thirty cents a bushel of duty 
on it, they took from us from nine to ten million bushels a year. But the McKinley 
Bill put thirty cents on it, and then they had to draw in. 

1205la. Was your output much affected by the adoption of the Scott Act in 
many of the counties of Ontario ?—I may say that at the time the Scott Act contest 
was raging in the counties, we did almost exclusively a city business, though we filled 
some orders by correspondence. Of course, it did decrease the sales; that is my impres- 
sion at the present time. 

12052a. Was there any particular reason which led you to go into the manufacture 
of lager beer !—I will just tell you what caused it. On a certain occasion here I called 
on several of the brewers to ask them to join me in a deputation to wait on the Water 
Commissioners in reference to the water rates, and while doing so J inquired at each 
place how business was. They all said, ‘‘ It is poor, this lager beer business is knocking 
us out.” Mr. Davies had been at the Philadelphia exhibition, and he saw so imuch of 
lager that when he came back here he started a lager beer brewery. I was so impressed 
by what I heard that I made up my mind to go into the lager beer brewing. I did not 
care for the trouble, but it was simply to protect our ale business that we went into it. 

12053a. Shall we be correct in concluding that a demand for lager beer sprung up ? 
— Yes. 

12054a. Is the consumption at the present time much larger than it was a few 
years ago !—Oh, yes ; much larger. 

12055a. Do you think there is a preference for lager over the heavier descriptions 
of ale !—Decidedly so, at certain seasons of the year. 

12056a. Is it less intoxicating ?—Less intoxicating, of course. We had an analysis 
of the Excise Department made here a short. time ago, and it showed three and three- 
fifths per cent of alchoolic—not absolute alcohol of a hundred per cent, but alcohol on a 
fifty per cent basis. The best way to put the fact, as we told Mr. Foster when we 
brought the matter before the Government, is that the brewers of this country are doing 
more in the interest of temperance than all the prohibition people together. In 1865, 
the total quantity of lager beer brewed in Toronto was 4,625 wine gallons, according to 
the excise returns, whilst last year we brewed 588,240 gallons, and assuming that the 
three other breweries turned out a similar quantity, we have close on 1,200,000 wine 
gallons in Toronto alone, an increase out of all proportion to the increase of population ; 
and my contention is that lager beer has displaced an immense quantity of ardent spirits. 
(Appendix —). This shows clearly that the malt beverages are taking the lead ; and, 
as I contend, it is just like the changes in the fashions. When the fall comes, the ladies 
do not require an Act of Parliament to make them change the cut of their bonnets—they 
do it themselves very quickly. Neither do the stalwart sex require a law to make them 
change the cut of their coat. Customs are greater than laws. 

EuGcene O'KEEFE. 
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12057a. What would be the effect of a prohibitory law on the farmer ?—He would 
lose the sale of just as much barley as he sells to the brewers and distillers, as well'as 
other grain. The fact that the Americans prefer our barley, shows that it is preferable 
to their own. There is more lime in our soil. Last year they imported two or three 
million bushels of our barley and paid the duty on it. It is a pity, when we have such 
advantages, that we do not profit by them more than we do. 

12058a. Do you think the farmer would still continue to grow barley, and find a 
market for it in the United States !—He might, but he would be at the mercy of the 
United States people, who, I fancy, would just pay their own price, which, as a rule, is 
much lower than ours. . 

12059a. Would he be likely to find a market for it in England ?—They tried ae 
but Ido not think the experiment was successful. In England, they want the two- 
rowed, thin-skinned barley, which we have not been able to produce to a great extent. 

12060a. Would he find it profitable to feed his barley to cattle and stock !—No. 
It has been only in the last two or three years, when the price’ has been so low, that any 
of the farmers have been doing that with any but the lower grades. 

1206la. An advance was made in the duty on malt, I think, two or three years 
ago !—Two and a half years ago. The duty was advanced just a hundred per cent. 

12062a. Did that affect your production at all ?—It did not affect ours, as you 
see by the returns ; but I think, on the whole, that the quantity of malt taken out for 
consumption has not been equal to what it was in former years. 

12063a. Would it be fair to infer from that that a little less malt is being used in 
the making of beer !—I think so. We are using exactly the same quantity that we did 
before. Weare working for reputation, which is very easily lost and not easily picked 
up again. ; 

12064a. Do you think that advance in the duty has led to checking the 
quantity of malt consumed ?—Oh, certainly, and it has brought brewers down almost to 
the verge of bankruptcy, and the quality of the article produced has not been kept up 
to the standard. We cannot increase the price; we have to keep to the same price, 
and lose the extra duty. We tried to increase the price, but we had to fall back on 
the old price. 

12065a. Will you tell us the quantity of hops you used last year’—70, 763 pounds. 
That is what we took in, and I assume that we used the same quantity. 

12066a. What was the quantity used in the same years for which you gave us the 
quantities of barley ?—It would be in the same proportion. 

12067a. Were those hops all the production of Canada?—No. Some Bavarian, 
some Bohemian, and some British Columbian. 

12068a. What proportion was Canadian ’—The great bulk was, of course, produced 
in Canada. Last year we did not buy many Bavarian hops, because the price was 
pretty high; but in previous years we bought them quite heavily. 

12069a. What other materials do you use ?—The hops cost us last year $14,757.12. 
Our coal bill amounts to $4,428.40. Cooperage is quite a heavy item. We keep two 
coopers on the place all the time mending barrels. 

12070a. Is your product sold principally in wood or in bottles ?—Principally in 
wood, but a good deal in bottles. 

12071a. Do you make your own barrels!—No. We keep a couple of coopers to 
trim them up and keep them in order. 

12072a,. Are they made in Ontario Ne 

12073a. Of native woods?—I cannot tell you that. I think latterly they have 
been getting wood in from the other side, but I could not say as to that. All our tanks 
we got here, with the exception of five or six large lager beer tanks that we got in 
Buffalo last year, and some cedar tanks that we got from Philadelphia. 

12074a. Are the bottles made in Canada?—In Germany principally. I do not 
know that we have a manufactory of bottles here. 

12075a. Can you tell us the value of your property /—We are bonded for $550,000. 
Since that we have built a fine new brewery, which would increase it by, I think, 


$50,000. 
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12076a. What is the capital stock ?—I have made a mistake. Our brewery repre- 
sents a paid-up capital of $550,000 ; that is our total capital, to which must be added 
$50,000 for the new brewery and plant. The amount affected would be between $550,- 
000 and $600,000. 

12077a. In the event of the brewing of malt liquors being discontinued in Canada, 
would your property be largely depreciated !—We would be ruined, absolutely ruined. 
Of course our plant would be useless for any other purpose that I know of, and it is a 
very valuable plant—most modern in every respect. 

12078a. Your real estate would remain’—The real estate would remain. You 
might convert it into a shoe factory ora Salvation Army barracks or something of that 
kind; but I think the depreciation would be so great that it would not count for much. 

12079a. Have you formed any estimate of what the depreciation would be ?—I 
have not, because it would be ruinous. The question would be what you could convert 
a brewery into in that locality. 


By Judge McDonald : 


12080a. We have had much evidence of a growing temperance habit and of a great 
decrease of drunkenness in the province. Do I understand you to attribute that im- 
proved state of things to a certain extent to people drinking more lager beer now, and 
much less strong drink ?/—Yes; and the people are frowning down drunkenness to a 
great extent. 

12081la. Do you give that as a reason ?—I give you the figures, and you can draw 
your own deductions. 

12082a. I want to know whether you believe yourself that that has had an in- 
fluence ?—I am perfectly safe in assuming that it has. If we adopted the same sensible 
measures here that they have adopted in the United States, not to weigh down fer- 
mented beverages with a terrific duty, but try to induce the people to drink lager beer 
to the exclusion of whisky, it would be better. In my opinion, whisky is too cheap in 
this country ; any man can get a drink of whisky here for five cents; in the United 
States it is ten or fifteen cents. In the United States they consume four times the 
quantity of malt beverages per head that we do in Canada. My contention is that if 
the Government would do all they could to encourage the use of these malt beverages to 
the exclusion of the stronger ones, it would be better for the people. I was surprised 
to find an intelligent man like our Mayor saying that each man should make his own 
liquor. The result of that would be that it would be made out of potato peelings and 
things of that kind. Let us have decent whisky if we are going to have it at all. The 
people will have whisky if they want it, even if you shut up all the breweries and dis- 
tilleries. They will not have beer; that is very bulky; but they will have whisky. 
Even if I went out of the business to-morrow, I would still advocate strongly, give the 
people light beverages, wine and ale, and lager beer. There has been a tremendous 
turn-over since 1866 in regard to the consumption of one particuiar beverage, which I 
may say contains less spirits than any other stimulant known ; and I think it is in the 
right direction. 

12083a. Have you had any experience yourself of the working of a prohibitory 
law ?—Oh, no; but I have seen the workings of the introductory measures, the Scott 
Act and the Dunkin Act. 

12084a. I mean the Scott Act ?—Oh, yes, I had the pleasure of fighting that in 
one county. 

12085a. Where ?—In Halton. 

12086a. Did you see how the law was carried out ?—No. I kept purposely out of 
the hotels. I thought I might be called up because I was Treasurer of the Licensed 
Brewers’ Association. 

12087. Did you see its operation in any other county 1—Yes, I saw it in Barrie 
shamefully transgressed, the bars open without any concealment whatever, even the 
very Inspector drinking with us, and the bars crowded. 

12088a. Did you hear anything of a beer called blue-ribbon beer ?—I have heard 
of it ; it is very light stuff. 

EUGENE O’ KEEFE. 
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12089a. Did you hear of a beer called Weiss beer ?—Yes, I think that is a kind ot 
lager. 

12090a. And Schenck Beer ?—{f have heard of it ; I think it isa very light lager 
beer. 

12091a. Is there alcohol init ’—I should say there is. They claim that there. is 
two per cent of alcohol in koumiss or fermented milk. 

12092a. Would there be as much alcohol in these beers as in lager ?—I do not 
know. American lager is made largely from rice, glucose and corn. There may not 
be so much spirit in these as in good beer. 

12093a. Having lived in Toronto so many years, I suppose you have noticed the 
operation of the license law there ?—Yes. 

12094a. Taking such observation as you have had of a prohibitory law—and ix 
that I include the Scott Act and the Dunkin Act—which do you think is preferable ir 
the interest of the community, a license law such as we have in force in Ontario or ¢ 
prohibitory law !—TI should think a strict license law is the correct thing decidedly. 

12095a. We are told that within the last few years there has been a large reduce. 
tion in the number of licenses in Toronto. Do you think that was in the interest 0 
temperance !—I think possibly it was in the right direction. Some of the places dic 
not come up to the proper standard. I think the number of licenses we have now is 
smaller in proportion to the population than in any other city in the world. 

12096a. We understand that you are not up to the limit allowed by the law !— 
Not one-half, scarcely one-third, I should say. 

12097a. From your knowledge of the men engaged in the traflic at the present time 
in Toronto, do you believe the law is lived up to in this city !— Very fairly, I think 
Sometimes there may be some little defections. 

12098a. Have you reason to believe there is illicit sale to any extent in the city | 
—I could not of myself say so. 

12099a. J think Mr. Davies told us this morning that the brewers would not sup 
ply liquor to persons who were known by them to be engaged in the illicit sale ?—We 
are completely down on that class of business ; we would not sell a gallon to a man whe 
was going to sell it illicitly. We sell our beer to wholesale grocers, and it may be got 
from them ; but there is a standing rule that nota gallon must go to an illicit house 
We found that one man was selling to boarders, as he called them, and we at once shut 
him off. In justice to those who are licensed and under the eye of the law all the time 
I think it would not be fair to supply illicit dealers. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


12100a. You spoke of employing seventy- -eight people. How many of these are 
employed in the brewery proper, aside from elerks and travellers /— We have two country 
travellers and two city travellers. 

1210la. And then.you have how many clerks in the office {—Five. 

12102. So there would be about seventy employed in the brewery !—Yes. 

12103a. That includes the coopers and all the men who drive the wagons ?—-Oh, yes 
they are all employed in connection with the brewery. 

12104a. I want to get at the proportion of wages paid to the men who actually 
work in the brewery, independent of your travellers and clerks. You pay altogether 
$50,914 in wages per year. Take out what you pay to the four travellers and the five 
clerks, and the travellers’ expenses, and I suppose it would reduce that amount consider 
ably /—Yes. We would be only carrying out our business by paying them. There i: 
no use of making ale if we cannot sell it. 

12105a. I would like to get at the actual wages paid to the men in the establish 
ment ?—That of course includes the President and the Vice-President and the brewers 

12106a. Youare the President yourself !— Yes. . 

12107a. And there is a Treasurer, I suppose, and a Secretary, and sundry clerk: 
besides ?—Yes. 

12108a. So that the actual hands employed in the brewery pr oper, aside from: these 
and the delivery men, would be how many, do you suppose /—About $17,992 should be 
taken off the total amount for the executive staff, the brewers and others. 
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12109a. That brings it down to a little over $30,000 ?—Of course the brewers are 
considered the men that make the beer. The others would be of very little use there if 
they had not the brewers to turn out the stuff for them. 

12110a. You said something about the lager beer being troublesome ?—I said that 
when we first started in we considered it troublesome, because it was.a venture, We 
did not enter into it for the purpose of doing a large business, but for the purpose of 
protecting our ale business. 

121lla. Aside from that, have you observed whether the liquor business as carried 
on has any effect at all on ether branches of business /—I cannot say that it has. Ido 
not know. 

12112a. Whether an injurious or a beneficial effect —Of course, we all know as far 
as drunkenness is concerned that it does cause trouble—and will, I suppose, to the end 
of time. 

12113a. Do you regard the brewery business as related at all to the whisky traffic? 
—TI cannot say that it is. 

12114a. They have no relation to each other ?—I would not say that. 

12115a. Do they affect each other?!—I am very sorry to say the whisky business 
affects the beer business to a very serious extent. 

12116a. And you are now inclined to think that the beer business affects the 
whisky business /—I cannot say that it does. My impression is that if we could intro- 
duce the American system, so that you could go among a million of people and not see 
the sign of any drunkenness, that would be a very happy state of things. 

12117a. The beer business, you think, is displacing the whisky ?—That may be 
the cause. 

12118a. Do you think that is a desirable state of things !—Decidedly. 

12119a. From a purely business point of view or from a moral point of view }— 
From a moral point of view decidedly. 

12126a. I asked that question because you expressed the opinion that the brewers 
were forwarding temperance reform ?—Decidedly. 

12121a. I suppose you are not in the business for the purpose of temperance 
reform /—Yes, you may put me downas that. The brewers are doing more to promote 
temperance than all the prohibitionists in the country. 

12122a. The Government is not disposed to assist them by increasing the duty on 
whisky +—We unfortunately have a prohibitionist Finance Minister, and that is the 
reason is it not? 

12123a. Do you think that if the duty were increased on whisky it would pro- 
mote temperance ?—I think if they put a larger duty on whisky than there is at the 
present time, you will have smuggling to a large extent. The limit is, I think, reached. 

12124a,. You say you were in Halton fighting the Scott Act ?—I was not fighting 
the Scott Act. In Barrie I happened to be with other gentlemen, and I was surprised 
at the manner in which things were being carried on. The bars were wide open and 
liquor being sold. In one case I spoke to the Inspector, and he thought it was a very 
hard law. 

12125a. Do you think the inefficiency of the Scott Act was attributable to that 
class of Inspectors ?—I do not think the thing took with the public generally. I think 
most people did not care for it. 

12126a. If the quantity of liquor sold was not lessened, why were the Brewers’ 
Association of which you were the Treasurer, so anxious to have the law repealed /—I 
would certainly oppose it on the ground of its being an oppressive measure—a measure 
that might lead up to something wrong. I cannot ‘tell you, like others who were selling 
in the country, whether there was more sold or not. My business was principally in 
the city at that time. 

12127a. You filled some orders by correspondence !— Yes. 

12128a. Did you cease to fill orders from these Scott Act counties when the Act 
ceased to be in force there !—We got very few orders. 

12129a. I understand you to say that the brewers do not sell to illicit dealers here 
in the city. Did you sell to illicit dealers in Scott Act counties !—I could not say, but 
if I did I would have no hesitation in doing it. 

EvuGENE O'KEEFE. 
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12130a. Why ?—To break an obnoxious law. 

1213la. You say you do not sell to the illicit dealers in Toronto !—No. 

12132a. But you would there ?—I would, to break a most unpopular and oppressive 
law. In the county of Simcoe the Act which was first adopted by over three thousand 
majority, was afterwards repealed by over three thousand. There was more perjury 
there at one time than any one could believe possible. Ask any judge before whom 
those parties came, if there was not perjury in every case that came up. 

12133a. What made that perjury ? The oppressive law ?—I fancy so. 

12134a. Or was the perjury in the minds of the men?—I have not analyzed it 
sufficiently to say.. All I know is that the law produced these effects. 

12135a. Have you analyzed it sutiiciently to say that the perjury was caused by 
the law !—I should think so. If the law was not there, the perjury would not be com- 
mitted. The fact is simply this: there was more perjury than there ever was before, I 
suppose. 

12136a. Are you sure of that?—I refer you to the judges. 

12137a. Have you knowledge of that !—There are many things that I have to be- 
lieve, that I never saw—that I have to take for granted. That is what they call faith. » 

12138a. Some men have told us that there was no more perjury in cases under the 
Scott Act than in cases of any other character in which men’s personal interests are 
concerned. Would you believe that?—I do not know. All I have to tell you is this, 
and the records will show it—we read of it in the papers every day, and it was not con- 
tradicted —that perjury was quite a common thing in Scott Act counties, that scarcely 
a conviction could be obtained, and that it was shameful to see the way Christian men 
prostituted the oath. That was one of the outcomes of the Scott Act. Some of the 
very strongest supporters of the Act were the first to say afterwards: “This is a hum- 
bug, and we will vote it down.” 

12139a. You say these are statements made by newspapers ?—Yes, and in judges 
reports. 

12140a. Have you personal knowledge, or are you basing your statements on other 
people ?—I have no more personal knowledge than the uncontradicted statements in the 
papers of judges and magistrates. 

121414. You do not attach importance to statements of the opposite character— 
that there was no more perjury than in other cases ?—-Let me answer you once and for 
all. I tell you that in Scott Act counties it was a noted fact that perjury to a tre- 
mendous extent was practised. You ask me if I know of that. JI was not there; I 
have read that ; judges have stated so and public men have stated so, and it is not con- 
tradicted . 

12142. Assuming that to be so, was the law responsible for that perjury, or the 
men who committed the perjury /—Remove the iniquitous law and the perjury would 
not be there. 

12143a. In what respect is it iniquitous!—I say the Honourable Mr. Scott, who 
introduced that law, has more to answer for than I would like to answer for. 

12144a. Will you tell me why you favour a strict license law !—Because I think 
it would be in the interest of the community. 

12145a. In what way ?—The morals of the people, I think, would be better con- 
served by having a law of that kind than by prohibition. 

12146a. You think the liquor traffic affects the morals of the people ?—It may to a 
certain extent with a certain class of people. 

12147a@. Is that the reason you would have a strict license law ?—I would have a 
strict license law in the interest of the community. 

12148a. How strict would you have it?—I am not prepared to say just now ; some 
strict, sensible law that would be carried out. 

12149a. Is the present license law one of that character ?—I think the present 
license law is a very fair and reasonable law. 

12150a. De you regard with favour the prohibitions of the present license law !— 
T am not prepared to analyse the law. I take it as a whole, and I would accept it as a 
very fair law. 
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1215la. Do you favour the feature of the law that says the seller shall not sell 
after a certain hour at night or on Saturday night ?’—Yes. Whatever the law is I would 
advise the licensee to observe it strictly, and Lhave always enjoined that. 

12152. You think it is a good law ?—I do. 

12153a. Why ?—Because I think it is in the interests of morality. 

12154a. You think it is in the interest of morality to prohibit the trade at certain 
hours of the day ?—I think so. J am prepared at any rate to accept that law as it is. 

12155a. Do you think it would be right to have any additional restrictions !—It 
would be very hard to say. I could not answer that question. 

12156a. You think you would be ruined if you went out of the business }—If you 
passed a prohibitory law my property and book debts would be ae I would be 
very seriously affected. 

12157a. Have you ever thought that anybody would be ned if the brewing 
business goes on ?—I know that if beef and bread are to continue to be the ingr edients 
that people diet themselves on, a great many people will die from over-eating. 

12158a. That is not an answer to my question ?—It is an analagous question, I 
consider. Of course, if people drink to excess and bring trouble on themselves they 
commit a sin. 

12159a. You have not answered my question. My question is based on your state- 
ment to one of the Commissioners that if the brewing business were prohibited you 
would be simply ruined, and my question growing out of the statement is this: have 
you thought whether any persons will be ruined if the brewing business goes on 4 

THE CuairmMan.—Do you put it financially ? 

Rev. Dr. McLropv.—I will putit financially: If the brewing business goes on, have 
you thought whether any person will be ruined financially ?—I am a witness here to 
answer proper questions. These little crooked questions are nothing. If you ask mea 
fair question I will answer it. What is your question ? 

12160a. You know the question ; will you answer it: have you thought whether 
any person will be ruined if the brewing business goes on?—I have never given any 
thought to that. I do not know that they would I do not know any person who has 
been ruined by the brewing business. I have known people who have been ruined by 
drinking strong stimulants. 


By Mr. Grgault : 


1216la. What price are you paying for your barley ?—I will give you an average 
price each year for the last ten years: In 1883-84, 66°85 cents a bushel; in 1884-85, 
60°62 cents ; in 1885-86, 60-084 cents ; in EBD: 87, "7 cents ; in 1888-89, 64:25 cents ; 
in 1889-90, 44:75 cents; in 1890-91, 54:22. cents; in. 1891-92, 52-25 cents; and in 
1892-93, 46°40 cents. 

12162. You said you were selling a good deal of lager beer in Montreal. Where 
is the duty paid on that lager beer ?—In Toronto. 

12163a. Can you give us the years during which the larger number of counties 
were under the Scott Act ?—I do not remember that. 

12164a. Would your establishment lose half its value if prohibition were adopted ? 
—TI should think much more. Our plant would be useless, as well as .the enormous 
quantity of barrels and kegs we have on hand. 

12165a. Would it be about three-fourths /—It.might. Then, itis a fair assumption 
that we would lose our book debts and bills receivable. If the people’s business is 
stopped, they have no means to pay their debts. A measure of that kind would. be 
most disastrous, and would bring widespread misery. 

12166a. Do you believe all moderate drinkers become drunkards ?—Most decidedly 
not. I am a moderate drinker myself, but not a drunkard, thank. God. .I would be 
very sorry to say that. 

121674. Do. you think there are ten moderate. to each immoderate aefnben I 
should say more than. that. Nearly every one drinks in. moderation. . We see the 
drunkards as a rule ; they cannot keep in doors ; they expose themselves. 

Evernn O’Krerr, 
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By the Charman : 


12168a. From an answer that you madetoa question of my colleague Mr. Gigault, 
I conclude that you think your loss, in case the trattic were put an end to by a prohibi- 
tory measure, would be much greater than would be represented by the depreciation of 
your plant and property ’—Most decidedly so. 

12169a. You would have a large quantity of bad debts on your books ?—Yes. 

12170a. You spoke of having filled orders from Scott Act counties while the Scott 
Act was in force ?!—To a very limited extent. 

12171a. I will ask you—I will not press the question if you do not care to answer 
it—were they the orders of persons who had previously been in the trade, or the orders 
of private individuals who had a perfect right to import?—We did so little in the 
country in those sections that I can scarcely remember now. But I will say that if 
orders came from private parties or from those who had been in the business and were 
put out of it without any cause, as I consider, we would not hesitate to supply them, 
because I think they were unjustly treated. 

12172a. Ofcourse, the private individual had a perfect right to purchase liquor 
outside the county in which he was living ?—Certainly. If you allow me to make a 
statement. I heard you state that you got it from the brewers in the country that they 
had done a much larger business during the Scott Act period than formerly. I think 
I can explain that. If we shipped from the city here, it would have to be taken from the 
cars and delivered in wagons, and would therefore be exposed to public view, and the 
party receiving it would be liable to be informed upon. In the other case, when it is 
got from a local brewer, it can be delivered at night and in other ways so as not to be 
seen. That is the way I would account for it. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


12173a. Do you think the additional duty on beer an unjust thing?—I think it is 
a most unjust and iniquitous thing. 

12174a. Then why do you submit to it?—What can we do? Do you want us to 
shut our place up and discontinue our business ? 

12175a. Would you avoid it if you could?!—We are sworn to do our duty, and 
even if the Government did not require us to take the oath, we would not to the extent 
of a single copper, cheat them. JI am on my oath, and I say that. 

12176a. What is the difference between the violation of that law and the violation 
of the Scott Act. I=f one is justifiable is the other !’—In the one case I consider that we 
ought to submit to what the Government put on us, though I do not think theyacted wisely, 
to say the least of it ; but then I look on the other as an interference with public rights 
and as a most iniquitous measure that was not carried by a majority of the electorate. 

12177a. I wanted to find out from you if the law in one case is different from the 
law in the other case !—I do consider them different. I would disregard an unjust law 
at any time. I would evade it. 

12178a. That is an answer to my question; Mr. O’Keefe would disregard this law 
if he could ?—What law. 

12179a. The additional duty ?—I said nothing of the sort. I consider that the 
Scott Act was an Act forced upon us ; we never accepted it, and it was an unjust act. 
In the other case we have to submit to the law or go out of business, or perjure ourselves. 

12180a. You say you would justify the violation of an unjust law at any time /—I 
say it is good theology to say that a person would be justified in doing so. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


12181la. Do you mean that if you had been called as a witness in a case for the 
violation of the Scott Act, you would have perjured yourself !—No, not if my evidence 
were to put my father in jail for seven years, I would swear to the truth. 


21—47#** 
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ROBERT JAFFRAY, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 


By the Chairman : 


12182a. I understand that you have retired from active business in Toronto ?—Yes, 

12183a. Are you a member of the Board of Trade !—Yes. 

12184a. I understand that you are connected with several public companies in the 
city /—Yes. 

12185a. Have you any objection to mention them !—I am a member of the Council 
of the Board of Trade, and have been for many years. I am a director of the Imperial 
Bank ; a director of the Toronto General Trusts Company ; President of the Land 
Security Company ; President of the Central Canada Loan and Savings Company, and 
President of the “Globe” Printing Company. 

12186a. You have taken so much interest in public affairs and in questions of the 
kind that we are investigating, that I invite you to make a statement of your views to 
the Commission /—I may just say that I have always been, and I was when I was con- 
nected with the business, favourable to the advancement of temperance, believing it to be 
in the interest of the community to advance temperance sentiment ; and that I would 
be favourable to prohibition did I consider that the time and circumstances and condi- 
tions would admit of it being successfully enforced ; but I think that prohibition at the 
present time would be premature ; and instead of assisting the temperance cause would 
probably be deterimental to it. I have a very strong opinion that any legislation 
which isin advance of public sentiment and of a sentiment that would be 
sufficient to enforce such legislation, would not be beneficial. I think the best 
course is to go on with the process of education that is now so active. I 
believe that progress is being made in that direction, and I believe it is 
desirable that that progress should be maintained, and that the temperance people 
should be particularly careful that they do not put legislation on the Statute-book which 
would be ahead of public sentiment and which they probably would not be able to have 
properly enforced. Considering our geographical position, our mixed population, and 
many other things, it would be very difficult indeed to enforce prohibition in Canada, 
even with a much stronger public sentiment than there now is in favour of it. 

12187. From your remarks I gather that you think progress has been made in the 
direction of the promotion of temperance, of late years —That is my impression. 

12188a. Do you speak with reference to the city, the province, or the Dominion 
generally ?—I thing that with regard to this province there is no doubt that temper- 
ance has advanced, and I have the same impression of the Dominion generally, though 
my acquaintance with it is not wide enough to enable me to speak of it with the same 
confidence as I do of the province. 

12189a. Do you think the changes which have been made in the law from time to 
time have contributed to that result /—I think the license law of Ontario has certainly 
done so. 

12190a. You think that the reduction of the number of licenses in the city of 
Toronto, for instance, has had a beneficial effect ?—I think so. 

1219la. Do you attribute any considerable portion of the improvement to the 
efforts of the temperance societies, the churches, and the other means which have been 
used to persuade the people to be temperate /—Yes, I think these have all had a bene- 
ficial effect. 


By Judge McDonald : 


12192a. Incase a prohibitory law were passed, would you deem it right that brewers 
and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ?—That 
would depend very much on whether it was to come into force immediately or not. If it 
were to come on in any way suddenly, I think they should. They have acted under a 
license from the government; and while that license is from year to year, there is no 
one of them—nor would the government have expected it—who would have gone to 
the expenditure that they have gone to if they had not the idea that the license would 
be continued—in fact, had a certainty that it would be continued. 

RoBert J AFFRAY. 
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12193a@ I understand from what you have said that you have found what is com- 
monly called the Crooks Act, and the amendments made to it from time, to time have 
worked beneficially in the interests of the community ?—I think so. 

12194a, Can you suggest any amendments to that law that you think would be of 
advantage? For instance, it has been suggested in some sections that in the case of a 
man who has repeatedly broken its enactments—say as to sale on Saturday night or 
Sunday—after a certain number of convictions, the premises should lose the license as 
well as the individual !—I think that in fairness to the owner of the premises, that is 
where there is a lease, some provision would need to be made to take the responsibility 
of the lease from him, otherwise he might be placed in a very unsatisfactory position. 

12195a. It has been suggested that if the law once took that shape, the owner 
would protect himself in the lease by providing that when that number of convictions 
was reached, the lease should terminate !—If there were some such protection for the 
owner of the property, I think it would be a very desirable amendment. 

12196a. I suppose your business would hardly be such as to enable you to say 
whether you believe there is much illicit sale in the city ?—I have had a good deal of 
opportunity of knowing about it, and I think there is very much less than there used. 
to be. I heard Mr. O’Keefe’s evidence on that point, and I think the brewers have 
come to the conclusion that it is not in their interest to allow of illicit sale, and that 
they are anxious to stop it as far as they possibly can. I think that as a matter of 
business interest, altogether independent of the temperance question, they want to make 
their business respectable, and consequently they have added their influence to that of 
the Inspectors and Commissioners, so that there has been a very considerable restriction 
of the illicit traffic. ; 

12197a. Do you believe the change in the law which removed the granting of 
licenses from the municipalities to Boards of License Commissioners was an advantage 1 
—Decidedly. 

12198a. The question was raised here the other day whether it would be better to 
transfer the issue of licenses to the Police Commissioners ; have you considered that !— 
No; I havenot. I have an opinion that our License Commissioners here have acted 
very well—that, while there might be improvements, there is scarcely any public body 
who have discharged their duties more faithfully. 

12199a. Have you noticed whether the administration of law has had the effect of 
weeding out the less desirable men who were formerly in the traffic !—I think it has to 
a large extent. It has improved the premises in which the business is carried on. The 
restrictions in the law requiring certain accommodation have a beneficial effect, and also 
the difficulty that licensees have had of getting their licenses renewed when they have 
been in the habit of breaking the law. 

12200a. Have you yourself had experience of the working of a prohibitory law !— 
No; I cannot say that I have. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod: 


12201la. You spoke about public sentiment: what is your idea of the better way 
of ascertaining public sentiment on this question /—It is all the time being expressed in 
elections, in conventions and meetings, and in many other ways. I think it is not diffi- 
cult to see that a great many people take a great deal more interest in this question than 
they used to. 

12202a. You spoke about its being unwise to enact a prohibitory law until public 
sentiment was very strongly in favour of it, and what I thought to get from you was an 
opinion as to the way in which that public sentiment might express itself /—Of course, 
a vote might be taken—a plebiscite ; but I do not know that that is altogether a fair 
expression of public opinion, because we find both temperance people and other people 
who will take very little interest in it, and will not record their opinions, and it is only 
the very active on one side or the other who will be likely to take part in it. 

12203a. For instance, Manitoba had a plebiscite and gave quite a substantial 
majority in favour of prohibition. Would you regard that as indicating the ripeness of 
Manitoba for prohibition ?—I would want to be there and know the circumstances under 
which the vote was taken before I would give an opinion. 

21—47ThEK* 
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12204a. But you incline to the belief that when the public sentiment of the whole 
country is strong enough, then a prohibitory law is a desirable thing {—There is some- 
thing also in our geographical position. The question of smuggling and illicit dealing 
comes into the question, and I think the action of the United States will always have a 
considerable effect upon the question of a prohibitory law being carried out satisfactorily 
in this country. 

12205. Continental prohibition, you think, would-be more easily enforced than 
Canadian or United States prohibition alone ?— Yes. 

12206a. Aside from that altogether, you have been in business for a number of 
years ; during that time have you observed whether the liquor traffic as it is carried on 
has any effect on other branches of business !—I do not quite understand the bearing of 
your question. 

12207a. Whether the liquor traftic interferes with other branches of business !— 
If a man becomes dissipated, he certainly is not as good a citizen, and is not as good a 
man to credit. 

12208a. Is the liquor traffic in any degree responsible for that man !—Over indul- 
gence in liquor is certainly an evil ; I have no question as to that. I think it deterio- 
rates a man. 

12209a. Then the question is: is there any relation between that indulgence in 
liquor and the liquor traffic as it is established and carried on !—If a man could not get 
liquor he could not drink it, and I think there is a relation between the one and the 
other. I think that is so manifest that the question need not be asked. 

12210a. My first question was intended to be of a broader character; perhaps I 
can make it clearer: you have observed that the liquor business is a detriment to other 
branches of business or industry—does the prosperity of the liquor business make less 
prosperous the grocery business, the dry goods business, or the business of manufactur- 
ing any kind of necessaries or comforts !—I think the liquor business, the consumption 
of liquor, is not favourable to economy. I think if we had less of it we would be more 
economical ; people would have more money to expend, if they chose to expend it, for 
other things. 

12211a. Then is it a fact that in so far as the liquor business prospers other busi- 
nesses feel the effects of that prosperity injuriously /—I think so to a certain extent. 

12212a. As connected with a Loan Association, have you noticed whether the estab- 
lishment of a saloon affects the value of other property in proximity to it?—If it is 
simply a saloon, I think it is rather detrimental. 

12213a. Does the carrying on of a liquor business depreciate the value of property 
in its vicinity /—If it is a respectable hotel, I do not think it does. 

12214a. But carried on otherwise than in a hotel,do you think it does?—I do 
not think it does except in a saloon proper. 

12215a. Do you know whether insurance companies exact larger rates or make any 
exceptions in the case of properties in which the liquor business is carried on ?—I am 
a director of an insurance company, but I am not sufliciently acquainted with the details 
of the business to be able to answer the question satisfactorily. 

12216a. Have you noticed what effect the liquor has on industrial interests—large 
manufacturing establishments; on the employees, for instance?!—I would say that 
an employee who is understood to be a temperate man is always preferred to one who is 
not steady. 

12217a, You are the President of the Globe Publishing Company: do you have to 
do with the employment of men ?—No. 

12218a, Even indirectly ?—No. The heads of the departments are responsible for 
that. 

12219. Do you know whether there is any rule in the establishment with regard 
to the employment of men, as to whether they should be temperate or otherwise /—I do 
not think there is. 

12220a. But you know that generally the preference is given to the man who does 
not drink ’—We would not have any but sober men who could attend to their business. 
They must be temperate. 

ROBERT J AFFRAY. 
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By Judge McDonald : 


12221a. What do you mean by temperate? Do you mean total abstainers ?—No, 
there is no such rule as that they shall be total abstainers. 


by Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


12222a. You say there is no rule at all in the establishment ~—If a man is given 
to liquor so that he is not able to attend to his duty, he will soon find himself out of the 
establishment. 

12223a. Have you noticed what effect the liquor business has on the morais of the 
community ?—I think it is admitted that over-indulgence in liquor has not a good moral 
effect. I think that is already answered when I say that I favour restriction of the 
traffic, and prohibition under circumstances that would admit of its being properly 
carried out. 


By Mr. Gigault: 


12224a. Is Toronto very orderly on Sundays !—Yes. 
12225a. Do you think the provisions of the license law help in maintaining order 
on Sundays ?—I think they do. 


Rey. ARTHUR H. BALDWIN, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows : 
By Judge McDonald : 


12226a. You reside in Toronto t— Yes. 

12227a. You are a Clerk in Holy Orders in the Church of England ?—Yes. 

12228a. Rector of All Saints’ Church, Toronto ’—Yes. 

12229a. How long have you resided in Toronto ?—I came here in 1850, but I have 
not been here the whole time. 

12230a. How long have you been rector of All Saints’ Church /—Over twenty-one 
years. 

1223la. Speaking as a clergyman, do you find that intemperance and intemperate 
habits are the cause of much distress and poverty in families ?—Yes, certainly, there is a 
great deal through that as well as through other causes. 

12232a. What other causes do you find?—God made man male and female, and 
they abuse this fact just about as much as they do other things. Lust is just about as 
injurious as intemperance. 

12233a. Do you find that idleness has something to do with it?—A great deal. As 
the old hymn says, the devil finds mischief for idle hands to do. 

12234a. An old governor of one of the Ontario jails stated to us that in looking 
into the causes that had brought prisoners to that jail, he found them to be mainly 
three, classified in this order: idleness, intemperance, sensuality. How would that 
accord with your experience as a clergyman of the causes of the evils and troubles you 
find among the people ?—I think that would be very correct ; but if you look at the re- 
cords of the Police Court, I think you will find that sensuality is very close to intemper- 
ance. 

122354. Speaking as a citizen and also as a clergyman, do you find that there has 
been in the last few years a large growth of temperance sentiment and temperance habit 
in the comunity !—I think so decidedly. 

12236a. Do you find it growing constantly !—Yes. 

12237a. To what do you attribute it?—I think to the teaching of children to be 
temperate and to be total abstainers. J think the efforts that have been made in that 
direction have done a great deal of good. 

. 12238a. Do you believe that the influence of the various religious communities and 
the temperance societies has been beneficial in that respect /—Most decidedly. 
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12239a. Have you noticed that since your residence in Toronto the number of 
licensed places has been from time to time diminished /— Yes. 

12240a. Do you think that has had a beneficial effect /—I think that is very useful 
indeed, and also high license, and I think there should be better inspection. 

12241a. You think there should be an inspection of the liquors sold ?—Yes. I think 
a great deal of the trouble is not only owing to liquors, but to drugs. 

12242a. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law ?—Yes, I 
have seen a good deal of a prohibitory law. 

12243a. Where ?—In the State of Maine, and also in a portion of Chicago. 

12244. How did you find things in the State of Maine ?—TI thought it was a great 
curse. 

12245. In what way !—It made people drunkards, and made them hypocrites and 
sneaks. 

12246a. In what part of Chicago had you experience ?—There is a quarter that 
they call the prohibition quarter, where I saw liquor sold without any hesitation. In 
the same way you find people here state that they are in favour of prohibition, while 
they have liquor in their own houses. In Portland there are open bars running; I 
have been through Maine and Massachusetts a great deal, and know a good deal about 
it. I was at the Chicago fair when there were some 713,600 people on the grounds, and 
I did not see one drunken person during the whole day ; but I have seldom gone into 
Portland under prohibition without seeing one or more drunkards. 

12247a. Are you yourself favourable to the enactment of a prohibitory law for the 
Dominion, prohibiting the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors for 
beverage purposes /—Under no circumstances whatever. I believe it would be a great 
curse to the country in every way. 

12248a. In case of the enactment of such a law, would you deem it right that 
brewers and distillers should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless ? 
Certainly, to enable them to leave the country. 

12249a. Is there any statement you wish to make on this question !/—Well, I feel 
very strongly on the subject of prohibition. I do not think you will ever get your end 
by prohibition ; if I thought you would, I would vote for it. I want to see people tem- 
perate, and I would be very glad to see them total abstainers ; but when you consider 
that it is impossible to carry it out, when you know that a great many of those people 
who are opposed to liquor use it themselves—if grippe comes they use it, if consumption 
comes they use it, and it is astonishing how often these people suffer pains that others 
have not got and want liquor—when you know that people are dishonest and know that 
prohibition helps to make them dishonest, I think you are bound to vote against any 
such measure. If I thought it would be a blessing to the country, I would vote for it 
with all my heart ; but I think we shall gain our end rather by high licenses and by the 
efforts of those societies for the cultivation in the people of moderate habits and total 
abstinence habits. 

12250a. What is the position of the Church of England with reference to what is 
to be used in the Holy Communion !—I know of nothing but wine, until they give up 
religion altogether. 

1225la. By wine you mean the fermented article /—Certainly. 

12252a. Youdo not mean mere syrup /—No, nor molasses or anything of that kind. 


By kev. Dr. McLeod : 


12253a. Do you mean the wine that is ordinarily sold, or do you mean the fruit of 
the vine !—I mean what is sold and what used to be sold fifty years ago as wine in the 
Lower Province—Colli wine from Spain. It is only within a few years that we have 
heard of molasses being used for wine. : 

122540. It is said that a great deal of the wine has never been approached by 
grapes !—We know that ; and if you could have pure wine and more lager beer in the 
country, you would have this country in a much better state than it is now. 

12255a, You think the encouragement of lager beer and light wines—- ?—Would 
be very beneficial. On the continent you can travel as much as you like in Germany 
and France, and you scarcely see any drunkenness. 

Rev. ArtHur H. Batpwry. 
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12256a. You think their use would gradually diminish the use of the stronger 
alcoholic drinks ?—Certainly. There are a great many people who use liquor and will 
get it somewhere. One cannot shut his eyes to the fact. The pure German beer is a 
very light beer. I have seen little children use it, and it did not seem to hurt them. 

12257a. Is that similar to the beer Hee here ’—The lager beer here is much 
stronger. 

12258. Will you state what in your view are the peculiar advantages of high 
license as distinguished from low license ?—I think it would make the liquor sellers 
more particular to whom they sold. If a man went in who appeared to be under the 
influence of liquor, it would prevent them selling liquor to him, because if they did 
they would loose their license, whether it was two thousand dollars or five thousand. 

12259a. Some people argue that when a man has to pay a high license he does all 
the business he can in order to be able to pay it /—It can be easily provided that if a 
man breaks the law, his license will be at once taken away from him. No man is going 
to risk that. ( 

12260a. The law now prohibits the sale to intoxicated persons /—I believe it does, 
but I do not know how far that is carried out. 

1226la. You think it would be well to prohibit sale to intoxicated persons !— 
GES 

12262a. But you think it should not be prohibited to them before they reach that 
stage {—I do not think it is possible. 

12263a. Do you think, if it is possible to havea prohibitory law well enforced, that 
any good would result from it ?—No. 

12264a. Not if it were well enforced /—I don’t think so. 

12265a. As a pastor I suppose you come into contact with a great many families 
and have a knowledge of their condition. Have you observed whether the drink habit 
and traffic is responsible in any degree for neglect of children and neglect generally +— 
Amongst other things, certainly. 

12266a. Is there any other one thing that is so largely responsible !—Yes, selfish- 
ness ; and, as I said before, impurity interferes with families and leads to deficiencies 
and the neglect of children. 

12267a. To as large an extent as the other !—I think very nearly. God has made 
us male and female, and you cannot prohibit that unless you prohibit children. 

12268a. I do not quite see the point ?—I mean to say on the principle of prohibi- 
tion you might as well do away with the relation between male and female as vote pro- 
hibition because it might lead to some harm. But we are in a world full of trials, and 
we are intended to fight a battle here. We are made male and female, with these pas- 
sions and lusts, which lead to sin as well as other things ; and the only way to carry out 
prohibition in that respect would be to destroy children as soon as they are born. 

12269a. Do you think that in all these things to which you have referred there- is 
any one thing that in so large a degree creates domestic misery, causes parents to neglect 
their children and causes an indifference to religious influences and teaching, as does the 
drink traffic and the drink habit ?—I suppose it is largely responsible, certainly for a 
great deal. 

12270a. And you think that in so far as the trade can be restricted it ought to be 
restricted ?—I would not go so far as the prohibition because I think that would make 
more people drink than do at present. I think the Scott Act made more people drink 
than did before. 

12271a. But you think the trade ought to be restricted in the interest of morality ? 
—I think so, by high license, so that the working class would not spend so much of their 
wages in that way. I think the great curse of this thing is the treating habit. 

12272a. Then you would abolish the saloon !—I would be glad to see it done away. 

12273a. What about the hotel bar !—I think that when people are travelling they 
sometimes require liquors. 

12274a. I am not referring to the supply of liquor to hotel guests ; I mean the 
hotel bar?—I think that might be done away with to advantage. 

12275a. Have you ever given any consideration to the Gothenburg system of gov- 
ernmental control of the trade ?—No, I have not. 
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F. C. CRIBBEN, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows :— 
By the Chairman - 


12276a. What is your occupation or business /—Shoemaker. 

12277a. How long have you lived in Toronto ?—About nine or ten years. 

12278a. Where did you come from to Toronto ?—From England. 

12279a. Are you connected with any of the labour organizations of the city !—-Yes, 
I am a member of the Trades and Labour Council of Toronto. 

12280a. Can you tell us how many members there are in the organization ?—It 
represents between four and five thousand members. It isthe representative body of 
the different organizations in the city, and is made up of delegates from them. These 
different organizations number about that many. 

1228la. What are its broad objects !—The principal object of the Trades Council 
is to discuss municipal affairs and any question likely to affect or benefit the working 
classes. 
12282a. Do the members pay a regular subscription ?—They do in the various 
unions ; but they pay a capitation in the unions for the support of that body. 

12283a. I suppose the Council meets regularly /—Twice a month. 

12284a. Do you make any efforts to inculate temperance or entire abstinence views 
upon the members ?—We do nothing in that direction, but I believe that amongst the 
members there is a strong sentiment in favour of the temperance movement. 

12285a. And do you consider that the organization promotes temperance /—Oh, I 
think so. 

12286a. Do you issue any literature bearing upon the subject at all /—No. 

12287a. Then in what way do you think the organization promotes temperance 
among its members ?—By keeping them together it makes better citizens of them, 
and it educates them in various ways. The members of labour organizations are better 
men after they have been in a year or two than they were before they came in. 

12288a. Can you speak here for the Trades and Labour Council ?—Not officially. 

12289a. Do you express your own individual opinion only on these matters /—Just 
my own opinion. Of course I am acquainted with a lot of them. 

12290a. Do you think a majority of them are in favour of the passage of a prohibi- 
tory law ?—I hardly think they would go that length. They are favourable to prohibition 
and would go a long way in that direction, but whether they would go for total prohibi- 
tion I would hardlylike to say. I find, in speaking to many of them, that the saloon 
seems to be the part of the liquor business that they do not like. The treating system, 
especially among those who are moderate drinkers, has a bad effect. They will go in to 
get a glass of beer, and will perhaps meet a number of others in the saloon, and the re- 
sult will be that they will spend more and take more than they ought to. 

1229la. Although they patronize the saloon, you think they would favour its being 
abolished ?—I do not think the majority of them patronize the saloon. I know many 
who do not go into them at all. 

12292a@ Do you think the majority of them would be glad to see the saloon 
abolished altogether !—I would not like to say that, but the majority of those I have 
spoken to on the subject. They have of course never given any official expression of 
opinion on the matter ; but Iam sure the majority would be favourable to greater re- 
striction than there is now on the liquor traffic. My own personal opinion is that the 
saloon and bar should be abolished, and the production and distribution of liquor 
placed under State control. 

12293a. Do you think that view is entertained by any very large number of mem- 
bers of your union ?—Quite a number of them that I know. Of course it is hard to 
speak for the majority on a question like that unless you take a plebiscite. I know 
there are some of them who are strongly in favour of that idea. 

122940. There has been a large reduction in the number of licensed places in the 
city of Toronto ; do you think that an advantage !—Oh, I think so. 

12295a. Do you think the majority of the members of your union believe that is 
an adyantage 1—I rather think they do. 


F. C. CrisBen. 
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122964. You say you have lived here for about ten years. From your observation, 
is there more or less intemperance now than there was when you came here ?—I should 
say that there is less intemperance now. 


By oe McDonald : 


12297a. I suppose you worked at your trade in England ?-—Yes. 

122980. Taking the state of things as it was in England when you left there and 
the state of things as it is in this province, in which do you find the greater amount of 
drunkeness Aare England when I was there. 

12299a. You find a great advantage in Canada in favour of temperance ?—I was 
living in London the latter part of the time I was there, and I found that the larger the 
city the more drunkenness there was. 

12300a. Did you live in other cities in elo 1_Yes, but it is too long ago for me 
to remember. 

12301a. Taking the city of London and ae city of Toronto, would the advantage 
be in favour of Toronto ?—Oh, yes. One thing that I noticed particularly, on coming 
here, was the closing on Saturday night at seven o'clock. I thought that was a great | 
improvement. 

12302a, And closing on Sunday too 1—Yees, 

12303a. I suppose ‘that in England on Sunday, people can go with jugs in the 
middle of the day and get liquor 1_Yes, at dinner time and after. 

12304a. So you think it is a great advantage to close the liquor places on Saturday 
night and keep them closed till Monday morning ?—Yes. 

12305a, As a man connected with labour organizations, and from your experience 
as a workman, have you noticed that there is a great deal of loss of time and loss of 
money occasioned by intemperate habits among wowkingmen?—Yes, I think there is 
quite a bit of that. Take a factory, for instance, where there is a great division of 
labour, and where it is easy to put men at work. A man who is working at a particular 
machine perhaps wants to go off. I do not say it is the drinking that is to blame. It 
is hard work often that runs a man down and causes him to go out and drink. When 
he quits work, there are half-a-dozen others that have to quit though they do not want 
to. Take another branch where it is easy to put a man to work; if any man quits work 
another man comes along and takes his place, and after he gets started the man who is 
out drinking will not of course be put back. The consequenceis that when a slack time 
comes, there are more men than there is work for, and it has to be divided up among all 
hands, and the steady man has to suffer with the man who drinks. If you follow that 
a little further, you find that the man who is drinking does not take home enough to 
keep the house running ; consequently, the wife and children have to be sent to work 
when they should be at home or at school. Their being in the labour market tends to 
compel the steady man to send his children to work also when they should be at school. 

12306a. The intemperate habits of these men lead to these results, you think /-- 
Yes, I think they lead to them all right. 

12307a. Do you think it is better, in the interests of workingmen, that places where 
liquor is sold should not be permitted in the neighbourhood of factories /—That does not 
make any difference. A man who wants a drink will find it somewhere. 

12308a. We have been told by some manufacturers that the temptation is greater 
to the men than it would be if the places where farther off !—I should think it w ould be 
too. They would be more apt to drop in and get a drink than they would be if it was 
not there. 

12309. Do you yourself favour the enactment of a prohibitory law for the Dominion 
prohibiting the importation, manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage 
purposes /—Personally I do ; but as an act of public policy I do not think it would be 
wise or in the interest of temperance to enact such a law. 

12310a. Why ?—Because the liquor traffic has been in existence so many years, 
and any movement in the direction of prohibition is regarded by some people as an in- 
fringement upon their personal rights. And again, apart from those who drink to ex- 
cess, we have the moderate drinkers to contend with, a lot of well meaning people who 
would go a long way in the direction of prohibiting the liquor traffic, but would hesitate 
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to support prohibition. These are the reasons I have for favouring state control of the 
trafic. 

123lla. Have you read of the system in Norway and Sweden?—I have not read 
of it, but I know they have a system of state control there. 

12312a. A part of the system is to remove from the men who sell all personal 
interest in the profits, to endeavour to secure as pure liquors as possible being sold, and 
in every way to throw about the traffic as many restrictions as possible. It is such a 
system as that you favour !—Yes, some such system. 

12313a. In case a prohibitory law were enacted in Canada that would prevent the 
manufacture of intoxicating drinks ; would you deem it right that brewers and distillers 
should be remunerated for plant and machinery rendered useless?—I do not think so, 
because the liquor traflic is not in my opinion a vested right. It is merely a privilege 
granted by the people, and if the people choose to withdraw that privilege through their 
government I think they have a perfect right to do so. 

123140. Is the manufacture of liquor only a privilege granted?—That is the way 
I look at it. 

12315a. We understand that the law requires brewers and distillers to put into 
their works certain plant and machinery ?—You could just amend that law by getting 
them to take it out again. 

12316a. In the meantime there has been an expenditure of capital in putting these 
things in under the requirements of the government. I would ask whether your remark 
would apply to plant and machinery put in in that way, or whether you would consider 
it right that they should be remunerated for them?—I certainly would not give any 
compensation ; but I would allow a little time before the law was put in force, so as to 
give them a chance. 

12317a. Is there any other statement you would like to make yourself?—I would 
just like to make myself clear. / I do not think the liquor is the cause of all the poverty 
some of our friends think. I think poverty causes a great deal of drinking. The 
physical and mental strain of working so many hours, and the want of sufficient back- 
bone to stand out against the temptations, causes many men to drink. I think if we 
abolished poverty there would not be much trouble with: the liquor traffic afterwards. 

12318a. You have said that the influence of the trades organizations among the 
tradesmen has had the effect of improving their ideas and their life in their homes. to 
some extent. Do you believe that as the comfort of the home increases, the temptation 
becomes less !—Oh, yes ; I think that is so. 

12319a. And that as there is improvement along that line in the conditions of the 
men who work, there may also be looked for an improvement in their drinking habits ? 
—The fact of men having better homes and that shows that they are working fewer 
hours than they used to ; and the man not having so great a strain on him gets more 
time for recreation and reading. 

12320a. I suppose that you consider that the establishment of free libraries and 
reading-rooms also produces an effect in the same direction /—Yes. 


By the Chairman : 


12321a. Do you think that the provision of parks for recreation and amusement 
has some tendency to draw the working classes away from saloons and from intemper- 
ance !—It tends to elevate them, no doubt. 

12322a. You think it is beneficial to them ?—Oh, yes. 

12323a. I did not ask you whether you were working in some establishment ?— Yes, 
I work in a factory. 

12324a. Not on your own account ?—No. 

12325a, Do you think the wives of workingmen as a rule are as well instructed in 
ee matter of cooking and domestic duties as they might be?—I could not say about 
that. 

12326a. Do you think the comforts of the home are greatly increased by those 
duties being carefully and well attended to?—I should say so. 

F. C. Crippen. 
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12327a. They have an important influence on the habits of workingmen ?— 
Yes. If a workingman or any other man has a careless wife, he does not feel like 
staying in the house. 

12328a. I refer to this because there have been attempts made in Canada to 
establish schools of cooking for instructing women in the art of cooking und in house- 
hold duties, and I am afraid they have not always been very successful !—They have 
generally gone in for teaching fancy things that do not interest the majority of people. 

12329a. Do you attach any importance to these things ?—Not a very great deal. 
I think the mistake rests with the mothers; they are too impatient with their 
daughters ; they won’t bother teaching them; they would rather do the work them- 
selves. 

12330a. Do you think then that the daughters do not learn these duties !—Many of 
them do not. I do not know that I would be justified in saying that the majority of 
them do not. I could not speak for anything of that kind. 

12331la. Have you anything further you would like to say !—No ; I think not. 


ROBERT SEWELL, on being duly sworn, deposed as follows : 
By Judge McDonald : 


12332a. You reside in Toronto 1—Yes. 

12333a. How long have you resided here !—Thirty-seven years. 

12334a. Are you engaged in business?—I am Secretary of the Toronto Brewing 
and Malting Company. 

12335a. How long has that business been carried on in Toronto ?—By the present 
company about eleven years. 

12336a. Was it originally carried on under the name of an individual ?—No ; it 
thas been always under the same name. It was formerly, I believe, the Aldwell 
Brewery. . 

12337a. Can you give us a statement of the output of the brewery for the last few 
years !—I can give you a statement of the quantity of barley we have purchased during 
the last ten years. 

12338a. How much was it ?—About 650,000 bushels. 

12339a. Can you give us a statement of the output of liquor !—No; I have not 
brought that with me. 

12340a. What kind of liquors are made there !—Beer and porter. 

12341a. Do you make any lager beer !—No. 

12342a. It has always been beer and porter !—Always. 

12343a. Do you sell throughout Ontario generally ?-—Yes. 

12344a. Do you sell in any other province than Ontario !—Quebec. 

12345a. What part of Quebec !—Quebec city and Montreal. 

12346a. Do you send any to the North-west?—We have sent there, but not lately. 

12347a. Another brewer has told us that he used to send to the North-west, but 
does not now. What has caused the change in that respect ?—As far as we are con- 
cerned, we did not look after it, but let it slip away from us. 

12348a. Isit owing at all to the brewing business being carried on in Winnipeg !— 
No. There was a brewery there when we opened the business ; but we did not deem 
it advisable, and did not carry it on. 

12349a. Do you send out travellers /— Yes. 

12350a. We would like to have a statement of your output ?—It would be very 
difficult, for the simple reason that we are large maltsters as well as brewers. We send 
large quantities of malt to Cobourg, Montreal, Sherbrooke, St. John and Halifax. I 
will try and get a statement for the last ten years, and send it to you. 
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1235la. Can you tell us the number of men employed by your company !—We 
have all_the year round while brewing fifty-one men; and while malting, that is for 
about five months, we have sixteen extra ; that makes sixty-seven altogether. 

12352a. Do you make your own barrels !—No. We employ a cooper to keep them 
in order. 

12353a. Do you buy them in Ontario!—Yes, always. 

12354a. Do you use hops !—Yes. 

12355a. Do you know what quantity of hops?—No. I think Mr. Blake has all 
these figures prepared, and I understood he would be here ; but he has gone to Montreal. 

12356a. Do you find that your output has increased during the last ten years 
from year to year !—Oh, yes. I fancy the output of all brewers has increased. 

12357a. To what do you attribute that !—I attribute it in a great measure to the 
fact not only during the last ten years, but during the last twenty or twenty-five 
years the ale brewed in Canada has been growing better in quality ; to-day I think it is 
equal to English ale. Then the people drink more ale and less whisky, and there is 
not so much drunkenness.’ Sak 

12358a. Is there much consumption of porter /—Yes, a large quantity. 

12359a. In case of the enactment of a prohibitory law preventing the manufacture 
of ale and porter, would the plant and machinery owned by the company with which 
you are connected be rendered useless /—Oh, completely. 

12360a. Would there be any deterioration or loss of other property ?—Of course, 
if a man puts up a brewery it is there as a brewery, and he cannot convert it into a 
church or a court house ; it stands there as a brewery ; it is fit for nothing else. 

1236la. Have you had any experience of the working of a prohibitory law !—I 
have seen the working of what was called local option in Pennsylvania. 

12362a. In what section of Pennsylvania ?—Butler county. 

12363a. What was the result ?—The result was that there was a great deal more 
drunkenness there than in other places around, and that you could get any quantity of 
drink you wanted. 

12364a. Is that law still in force?—I am not aware. I have not been there for 
several years. 

12365a. Have you noticed that there has been a growth of temperance sentiment 
and temperance habit on the part of the people within the last few years?—I cannot 
say that I have. I should like to answer that question in my own way. I have lived 
in Toronto since 1833, and although the population is very much larger now than it 
was then, I am perfectly convinced there is not anything like the amount of drunken- 
ness. I look on the Ontario farmer as a sober man, and I am convinced in my own 
mind—of course, I am on oath now—that it is due to the consumption of good beer 
and not drinking so much whisky. There are men about our brewery who never touch 
beer from one year to another, and who never have touched it. 

12366a. Do you believe there has been a large decrease of intemperance in the 
last few years as the years have gone on 1—I do believe it. 

12367a. And do you attribute that to the greater consumption of ale ?—I attribute 
it to the drinking of more ale and less whisky. 

12368a. You think ale is a wholesome drink, I understand ?—I do. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod ; 


12369a. Do you regard the whisky business and the beer business as at all related ? 
—I know nothing about the whisky business. 

12370a. You do not know that they have any effect on each other ?—No. 

12371a. Speaking of those men who work in your establishment who do not use 
any beer, are they users of stronger drinks !—No, they do not touch anything. 

12372a. Perhaps you agree with Mr. O’Keefe, then, that an increase in the con- 
sumption of beer would make a corresponding decrease in: the consumption of 
whisky !—I believe you cannot make people sober by legislation. I believe 
that encouragement of the use of good, sound beer and light wines, a strict 
carrying out of the license law, the total shutting down of all unlicensed houses, would 

Ropert SEWELL. 
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make this city as sober a city as there is in the world ; and as for the Ontario farmers, 
I have been a good deal among them, and they are a sober class of men, 

12373a. Is the average Ontario farmer a beer drinking man /—They do drink beer. 

12374a. Quite generally 1—I think there are a great many abstainers among them ; 
but still as a rule they drink their beer. For instance, when we are taking in barley, 
perhaps from forty to sixty loads a day, while the farmers are waiting, if it is a cold 
day, we offer them a glass of beer. A great many say they never take it; a great 
many hem and haw, and say, ‘ Well, it is a cold day; perhaps I will take a glass 
of beer ;” and they take a glass, but they won’t take more. 

12375a. Is the beer likely to have a warming effect like whisky, or is it mere lya 
drink ?—I should suppose that if a man who has been up from two or three o’clock in 
the morning, and has-.driven twenty or thirty miles, gets a glass of beer, it will warm 
him. 

12376a. I think, perhaps, you misapprehend my former question ; it was not about 
_ the importance or right of legislating men into sobriety, but as to*whether you think 
the increase in the use of your product will bring about a decrease in the consumption 
of whisky, and so promote temperance ’—That is a very hard question to answer. 

12377a. Then you have not observed whether the increased consumption of beer 
has been met by a corresponding decrease in the consumption of whisky /—When you 
look at the large number of breweries established all over the country, and the fewer 
distilleries in proportion, I think you must be satisfied that the consumption of beer 
has been increased in a very much larger ratio than that of whisky. 

12378a. You spoke about the license law and its restrictions ; you approve of the 
restictions of the present license law ?—I think the license law as it stands to-day is a 
very good one. 

12379a. Do you think there are too many or too few licensed places in Toronto !— 
I do not think that there are too many. In Montreal I fancy that they have three 
times as many licensed places as we have here. 


Toe CHAIRMAN.—They have nearly four times as many. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


12380a. They have a thousand places in Montreal, and the chief otticer says he is 
not surprised to hear it stated that there are three or four thousand unlicensed places? 
—That is very likely. I lived a good many years in Lower Canada, and I know that 
the French-Canadians drink a good deai of beer. In the old times they drank high- 
wines diluted with water to a great extent, but now they drink more beer. 

12381la. There are about four hundred and fifty places in Toronto licensed as taverns 
or hotels ; do you know whether the majority of them are really hotels, or whether they 
are simply for the sale of liquor?—I should think the majority of these would be for 
the sale of liquor. 

12382a, And that they simply comply with the conslitutions of the law for the 
sake of getting a license tosell liquor ?—Yes. 

12383a. Do you know whether there is much illicit sale in Toronto !—I cannot say. 
I have no knowledge of my own ; I only know from hearsay, and I have no doubt there 
are such places. 

12384a. Do you know anything about the observance of the law by the licensees ? 
—I think they are very strict, both in the town and country. I can give you an 
example. I was out shooting last week, and on Saturday night I got back to the hotel 
where I was stopping, wet through, and asked the hotel-keeper for a little brandy and 
water. He said he could not give me a drop until Monday morning, and he did not. 
He could have given it with perfect safety, for I have been going to this hotel for 
twenty years, but he would not. 


By Mr. Gigault : 


12385a. About what is the value of your establishment and plant }—About 
$300,000. 
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12386a. If we had a prohibitory law do’you believe you would lose three-fourths of 
the value of that establishment ?—Fully. What could we do with all the bottles, casks 
and barrels? What could we do with all our plant? It would be useless, and the 
building itself would be worthless. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


12387a. You speak of the bottles. Are they a very large item ’—Yes. 

12388a. Made where ?—Principally in Germany. 

12389a. So that the money for them goes out of the country?—Goes out of the 
country. 

12390a. Where do you buy your hops chiefly /—We buy hops all over the world— 
in Bavaria, in Germany, in England, in the United States, and in Canada. 

1239la. Where do you buy the largest quantity ’—The largest quantity are 
Canadian hops. 

12392a. Has that always been so ?—Yes, as far as I know. 

12393a. And your barley !—It is all Canadian, every pound of it. It is the best 
we can get. 


By the Chairman : 


12394a. Was your business at all affected by the passage of the by-laws putting in 
force the Scott Act in various counties in Ontario ?!—I cannot say that it was. 

12395a. Did it interfere with it in any way ?—I do not think it did, to my present 
recollection. 

12396a. Had you a trade with those counties before the passage of the Act ?—Yes. 

12397a. And it continued /—Yes. 


By Rev. Dr. McLeod : 


12398a. Did you have to ship in any different form into those counties /—No. 

12399a. I think we had the statement from one gentleman that it was shipped in 
flour barrels, and that the card of the company was not on the barrel ?—My recollection 
is that we shipped as usual. Sometimes people prefer having bottled ale shipped in 
barrels—three or four dozen ina barrel. J think we shipped in about the usual way. 

12400a. Was there any increase or decrease that you remember ?—J do not think 
there was. 

1240la. Was your business large in those counties prior to the Scott Act 7—No, 
not very large. 

12402a, Was the liquor shipped to persons for sale or to private parties for family 
use 1—A good deal to private parties, some for sale. 


The Commission adjourned. 


Rosert SEWELL. 
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